
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. No.34406 OF 2017 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.K.V.L. Narasimha  Rao for petitioner and  the lea rned  

Government Pleader for Home for respondents. 

 One Kondampa lli Swapna  wife of Mastanva li is the petitioner.  

The petitioner p rays for writ of Mandamus d irec ting  the 2nd  

respondent to permit the husband  of petitioner namely  

Kondampa lli Mastanva li @ Mastanva li @ Mastan s/ o. la te Baba iah 

@ Ba lanna , aged  41 years, President of Chaga lamarri Manda l Pra ja  

Parishad   to a ttend  the meeting of Manda l Pra ja  Parishad , 

Chaga lamarri Manda l,  sc heduled  to be held  on 21.10.2017. 

 The c ase of petitioner is tha t due to politic a l riva lry aga inst the 

petitioner’s husband  and  their family, severa l c ases have been 

foisted  aga inst Mastanva li.  The deta ils of c rimes g iven in the writ 

a ffidavit a re: Crime No.30 of 2015 of Mydukur Polic e Sta tion, Crime 

No.41 of 2016 and  Crime No.115 of 2013 of Chaga lamarri Polic e 

Sta tion, and  C.C.No.356 of 2015 of Ka lasapadu Polic e Sta tion is 

pend ing on the file of Jud ic ia l Magistra te of First Class, Badwel 

Kadapa  Distric t. The petitioner a lleges tha t Mastanva li was a rrested  

and  for the p resent, he is in jud ic ia l remand . 

 The husband  of petitioner is the President of Chaga lamarri 

Manda l Pra ja  Parishad .  Notic e da ted  06.10.2017 is served  on the 

petitioner informing the da te of meeting  of the Manda l Pra ja  

Parishad  on 21.10.2017.  On 25.03.2017 and  21.06.2017 on ac c ount 

of the husband  of petitioner in jud ic ia l remand , he c ould  not  
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a ttend  the meetings.  Now the c ase of petitioner is tha t  the 

husband  of petitioner if does not take part in the meeting  

sc heduled  to be held  on 21.10.2017, her husband   a ttrac ts 

d isqua lific a tion under Sec tion 20 read  with 156(2) of the A.P. 

Panc haya t Ra j Ac t,1994.  Under these c irc umstanc es, the petitioner 

p rays for Mandamus d irec ting  the 2nd  respondent to permit the 

husband of petitioner by name Kondampa lli Mastanva li @ 

Mastanva li @ Mastan to a ttend  the meeting  of Manda l Pra ja  

Parishad , Chaga lamarri Manda l sc heduled  to be held  on 

21.10.2017 and  pass nec essary orders. 

 The lea rned  Government Pleader firstly refers to the Andhra  

Pradesh Prisons Rules, 1979   pa rtic ula rly, Chap ter 44 and  submits 

tha t the husband  of petitioner sinc e is in jud ic ia l remand , the 

p roc edure is to app ly for ba il and  sub jec t to the c ond itions imposed 

by the Court, the person in jud ic ia l remand  c an be a llowed  to go 

out and  a ttend  the meeting  and  c ome bac k.  Further no 

representa tion was filed  before the Ja il authorises for c onsidering  

the request of the petitioner and  third ly the c ases referred  in the 

a ffidavit a re five, but ac c ord ing  to instruc tions they a re more c ases.  

As there is no p roc edure to permit a  p risoner with the p resent sta tus 

to go and  a ttend  the meeting , she p rays for d ismissing  the writ 

petition. 

 Learned  c ounsel Mr.K.V.L. Narasimha  Rao vehemently 

c ontends tha t by not a llowing the husband  of petitioner to a ttend  

the meeting  sc heduled  to be held  on 21.10.2017 for a ll purposes the 

same amounts to stifling  the democ ra tic  p roc ess and  further tha t 
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the d isqua lific a tion if is a ttrac ted  to the husband  of the petitioner 

for c onsequently not a ttend ing the meeting , suc h situa tion amounts 

to defea ting  the will of peop le who have elec ted  him as President 

of Manda l Pra ja  Parishad .  Therefore, he p rays for invoking the 

jurisd ic tion or d isc retion of the Court a t least for a ttend ing the 

meeting  sc heduled  to be held  on 21.10.2017.   

I have heard  the c ounsel, perused  the rec ord  and  a lso A.P. 

Prisons Rules, 1979.  Fa irly sta ted , the petitioner has desc ribed  the 

sta tus of Mastanva li as a  person in Jud ic ia l remand .  Neither the 

a ffidavit nor hearing any rule or sa feguard  enjoyed  by a  person in 

jud ic ia l remand  is b rought to my notic e whic h enab les this Court to 

c onsider right of person in jud ic ia l remand  to a ttend  meetings.  The 

right to whic h a  person in jud ic ia l remand  is entitled  to will have to 

be worked  out as p rovided  for under Crimina l Proc edure Code.  

Sinc e A.P. Prison Rules do not refer to permitting  or p rovid ing for 

esc orting  persons in jud ic ia l remand  to a ttend  meetings and  c ome 

bac k, this Court is not persuaded  to exerc ise the jurisd ic tion or 

d isc retion in c onsidering  the writ p rayer.  The writ petition fa ils and  is 

d ismissed .  No order as to c osts.    

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

      

                                                                          

                  ___________ 

                              S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te: 20.10.2017 

Note: 

C.C. by evening . 

B/ o. 

Stp  


