
HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

    

WRIT PETITION No. 39149 of 2018  

 
ORDER: 

 

1) The present  writ  pet it ion came to be f iled seeking 

issuance of writ  of  mandamus declaring the proceedings of the 

fourth respondent  in Rc.No.269.2018/ A1, dated 26.10.2018, 

as il legal,  arbit rary and in violat ion of principles of natural 

j ust ice.  

2) The only ground urged by the learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner is that  the impugned order suspending the licence 

of the pet it ioner,  pending enquiry, is il legal in view of the 

orders passed by this Court  in W.P.No.32710 of 2018.   

3) As seen from the record, on 01.09.2018, the Prohibit ion 

and Excise Superintendent , Chit toor, passed an order 

suspending the licence granted to the pet it ioner unt il further 

others, pending enquiry.  The same was challenged by the 

pet it ioner in W.P.No.32710, which was disposed of on 

03.10.2018, holding as under:  

“ Having heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner and 

the learned Government  Pleader and having regard to 

the allegat ions made in the impugned order, this Court  

deems it  appropriate to dispose of the Writ  Pet it ion, 

with a direct ion to the Prohibit ion and Excise 

Superintendent / R.4 to conclude the enquiry and pass 
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f inal orders in the mat ter, within a period of four weeks 

from today.  It  is made clear that  if  no orders are passed 

within the said period, the pet it ioner herein shall be 

permit ted to carry on his business.”   

4) After passing of the order in W.P.No.32710 of 2018, the 

impugned proceedings came to issued holding that  “ by virtue 

of powers vested under Sect ion 31 (1) (b) of A.P.Excise Act ,  

1968, since the orders issued by the licencing authority in the 

reference sixth cited does not  suffer from any inf irmity, the 

order is confirmed” .    

5) The learned counsel for the pet it ioner would submit  that  

the order is patent ly il legal since suspension cannot  be for an 

indefinite period.  It  is stated that  the authorit ies have to pass 

f inal order suspending the licence for a part icular period or 

cancel the licence granted to the pet it ioner.   

6) On the other hand, the Government  Pleader for 

Prohibit ion and Excise, oppose the same, stat ing that  since 

not ice came to be issued to the pet it ioner, it  cannot  be said 

to be in violat ion of principles of natural j ust ice.   

7) Having regard to the above and since the impugned order 

came to be passed suspending the licence for indefinite 

period, which is cont rary to law, the impugned order is set  

aside  and the fourth respondent  is directed to pass a fresh 
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order in accordance with law.  However, it  is always open to 

the authorit ies to pass interim orders.  

8) Accordingly, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of. 

Consequent ly, miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending in this 

Writ  Pet it ion shall stand closed.   There shall be no order as to 

costs.  

 
      
 _________________________ 

     JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

 

06.11.2018  
gkv   
 

 


