
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

WRIT PETITION No.15242 of 2010 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and  the lea rned  

Government Pleader for the respondents 1 to 3. 

2. The p rayer of the writ petition is as under: 

 “ For the reasons sta ted  in the ac c ompanying a ffidavit, it is hereby 

p rayed  tha t this Court may be p leased  to issue a  writ, order or d irec tion 

more partic ula rly in the na ture of writ of mandamus dec la ring the orders 

passed  by the 1st respondent da ted  29.10.2009 vide Memo 

No.10778/ CV.2/ 2009 (rec eived  on 15.04.2009) in not enterta ining  the 

appea l , as illega l, a rb itra ry, untenab le, c ontra ry to the p rovisions of the 

Andhra  Pradesh (SCs., STs., & BCs) Regula tion of issue of Community 

Certific a te Ac t, 1993, c ontra ry to the memo issued by the 1st respondent 

da ted  21.05.2009 apart from viola tive of Artic le 14 of the Constitution of 

Ind ia  and  c onsequently to set aside the same and  to pass suc h other 

order or orders as this Hon’b le Court may deem fit and  p roper in the 

c irc umstanc es of the c ase.”  

 

3. During  the c ourse of hearing , the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  

for the petitioner seeks permission of this Court to d irec t the first 

respondent to enterta in the revision filed  by the petitioner aga inst 

the orders of the Distric t Collec tor, Srikakulam, da ted  22.01.2009. 

 

4. From the perusa l of the sa id  order, it is evident tha t this Court 

in W.P.No.20070 of 2009 d irec ted  the petitioner to file revision 

aga inst the orders of the Distric t Collec tor, Srikakulam, within one 

week from the da te of passing of the order.  It is a lso ind ic a ted  tha t 

till suc h time, the respondents in the sa id  writ petition were d irec ted  

not to take any c oerc ive steps aga inst the petitioner. 
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5. From the a ffidavit filed  in support of the writ petition, it 

appears tha t the petitioner has not filed  revision before the time 

stipula ted  in the sa id  writ petition.  Therefore, the impugned  orders 

in the writ petition c ame to be passed .  This Court a fter going  

through the c ontents of the impugned  order, does not find  any 

irregula rity or illega lity.  In the pec ulia r fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of 

the c ase, the petitioner instead  of filing  the p resent writ petition, 

ought to have filed  a  separa te misc ellaneous petition seeking 

extension of time enab ling  the first respondent to rec eive the 

revision petition.  In the light of the orders passed  in W.P.No. 20090 of 

2009, this Court c annot d irec t the first respondent to rec eive the 

revision petition and  pass orders.  Therefore, 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 .  However, 

ac c ed ing to the request made by the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner tha t liberty is g iven to move an appropria te 

misc ellaneous petition in W.P.No.20090 of 2009 for extension of 

interim orders. No c osts. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  d ismissed .  

 

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO, J 

 

Date:02.11.2018 

c c m 
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