
 

 THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE A. RAJASEKHAR REDDY 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 8 8 0 8  o f  2 0 1 7  

 

ORDER:  
 

 
The Writ Petition is filed  by the petitioner c ha lleng ing the 

Proc eed ings d t. 01.11.2017 issued  by Respondent No.1, wherein the 

petitioner was d irec ted  to vac a te the p remises of SPS Nidamanuru 

Campus on or before 15.11.2017 sta ting  tha t the work of p rovid ing 

photoc opy and  p rinting  jobs to the students of SPA, Vijayawada , has 

a lready been entrusted  to some other firm with due p roc ess and  awa it for 

opera tion of the servic es a t SPAV Campus.  

 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t the respondent 

authorities have a llowed  the petitioner and  the petitioner had  invested  

huge amount and  purc hased  mac hinery by spend ing Rs.50,00,000/ - and  

the same was delivered  a t the respondent p remises, but now the 

petitioner c annot be asked  to vac a te the sa id  p remises as the petitioner 

will suffer financ ia lly as he invested  huge amount.  

 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner further submits tha t the petitioner 

made a  rep resenta tion to the respondent authorities sta ting  tha t the 

respondent Nos. 1 and  2 vac a ted  the rented  p remises where the 

petitioner was c a rrying  on his business of p rovid ing  photoc opy and  

p rinting  jobs to the students of respondent Nos. 1 and  2 and  moved  to the 

new p remises a llotted  by the Government and  requested  to a llot spac e in 

new p remises owned  by the respondents.  

 

Sri Suresh Kumar Potluri appearing  for respondent Nos. 1 and  2 

submits tha t the Writ Petition has bec ome infruc tuous sinc e respondent 

Nos. 1 and  2 itself vac a ted  the rented  p remises and  moved  to the 

p remises a llotted  by the Government and  there is no lega l right to the 



petitioner for a llotment of spac e in the new p remises and  as suc h, no 

mandamus c an be granted  and  the rep resenta tion submitted  by the 

petitioner c annot be c onsidered   and  the respondents have no authority 

to a llot spac e exc ep t fo llowing due p roc ess.  Sinc e respondent Nos. 1 and  

2 admitted ly vac a ted  the p remises where the petitioner was c a rrying  on 

business, nothing  survives in this petition for c onsidera tion.  

 

Admitted ly, respondent Nos. 1 and  2 a re Government Institutions 

within the definition of Artic le 12 of the Constitution of Ind ia  and  the 

petitioner has no lega lly enforc eab le right for a llotment of spac e in the 

respondent organiza tion.  In view of the same, I do not see any reason to 

grant relief as p rayed  for by the petitioner.  Therefore, the c ause in this 

petition does not survive for determina tion and  no d irec tion c an be issued  

in favour of the petitioner for a llotment of spac e.  However, Respondent 

Nos. 1 and  2 sha ll fo llow due p roc ess in a llotment of any spac e. If any 

tender notific a tion is issued  by respondent Nos. 1 and  2, it is open for the 

petitioner to pa rtic ipa te in the tender p roc ess.  

 

With the above d irec tion, this Writ Petition is d isposed  of.  

 
 

The misc ellaneous petition, if any, in this Writ Petition, sha ll stand  

c losed . 
 

 

_______________________ 

                                                     A. RAJASHEKER REDDY, J 

Dt :  1 7 - 0 7 - 2 0 1 8   
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