
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO.  21041 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

1. There is no rep resenta tion on beha lf of the petitioner. 

2. The p rayer sought in the Writ Petition is as under: 

“ ….to issue an writ, order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in the 

na ture of Writ of Mandamus dec la ring the ac tion of the respondents 

not a llotting the students in the p revious year and  not taking steps to 

empanel the name of the petitioner in the c ounselling  list as a rb itra ry, 

illega l, d isc rimina tory and  viola tive of Art 14 and  19 of the Constitution 

of Ind ia  and c onsequently d irec t the respondents to inc lude the name 

of the petitioner in the c ounselling  and  a llot students and  a lso a llow 

the petitioner to fill the left over sea ts from the open market as per the 

admission sc hedule.”  

 

3. Respondent No.2 filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit sta ting  tha t Distric t 

Convenor/ Princ ipa l, Government I.T.I (Girls), Na lgonda  visited  the 

a rea  near survey of Ind ia , Bhong ir, Na lgonda  d istric t on 18.8.2015.  

On verific a tion, he found  the name board  of the petitioner 

institution whic h is fixed  to a  Tin shed  of size 100 ft X 50 ft.  The shed  

was loc ked .  One more name board  with a  d irec tion a rrow was 

p lac ed  on the ma in road  near Bhara th Petroleum Bunk whic h is 

about 400 meters from Ra ilway Sta tion, Bhong ir.  On enquiry, it was 

found  tha t the Tin Shed  was loc ked  sinc e a  long period .  It is further 

sta ted  in the c ounter a ffidavit tha t the petitioner institution  neither  

had  any board  nor institution was existing  a t the time of filing  of the 

Writ petition.  However,  a fter observing  the orders of this Court, the 

petitioner has fixed  a  name board , d irec tion board  and  opened  

the loc k of the p remises.  Therefore, the petitioner has misled  this 

Court.  It is a lso sta ted  in the c ounter a ffidavit tha t the petitioner 

institution is not having  va lid  a ffilia tion orders and  not having any 
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infrastruc ture.  Even if the c and ida tes a re a llowed  to take admission 

into the institution, they will not get full fledged  tra ining and  they 

would  bec ome burden to the Na tion. 

4. Though a  deta iled  c ounter a ffidavit with spec ific   averments 

is filed  as mentioned  supra , no rep ly a ffidavit is filed  rebutting  the 

sa id  averments. 

5. In those c irc umstanc es, this Court is of the op inion tha t there 

a re no merits in the Writ Petition and  the same is liab le to be 

d ismissed . 

6. Ac c ord ing ly, the Writ Petition is d ismissed . 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  

d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

 

__________________ 

                                               P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

Da te: 30.11.2018 
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