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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 

AT AMARAVATI 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

[3458] 

WEDNESDAY, THE SIXTH DAY OF AUGUST  

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE 

PRESENT 

THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE KIRANMAYEE MANDAVA 

WRIT PETITION NO: 20804/2025 

 

Between: 

1.  KOTHAGUNDA LAKSHMI NARAYANA, S/O SUBBA RAO, AGED 

ABOUT 46 YEARS R/O. D.NO. 4-4B, KOLALAPUDI, MARTURU 

MANDAL, BAPATLA DISTRICT. 

 ...PETITIONER 

AND 

 

1.  THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH, REP. BY ITS PRINCIPAL 

SECRETARY,  (FOOD, CIVIL SUPPLIES AND CONSUMER AFFAIRS  

(CS-I) DEPARTMENT), SECRETARIAT, VELAGAPUDI,  AMARAVATI, 

GUNTUR DISTRICT. 

2.  THE DISTRICT CIVIL SUPPLIES OFFICER, CIVIL SUPPLIES 

DEPARTMENT,  BAPATLA DISTRICT, ANDHRA PRADESH. 

3.  THE JOINT COLLECTOR, BAPATLA DISTRICT ANDHRA PRADESH. 

4.  THE REVENUE DIVISIONAL OFFICER, CHIRALA, BAPATLA 

DISTRICT. 

5.  THE CIVIL SUPPLIES ENFORCEMENT, DEPUTY TAHSILDAR, 

PARCHURU. 

6.  THE VILLAGE REVENUE OFFICER, KOLALAPUDI VILLAGE, 

MARTURU MANDAL,  BAPATLA DISTRICT 
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7.  AMARA BHASKAR RAO, S/O NOT KNOWN THE PETITIONER, OCC 

STAGE II CONTRACTOR, M.L.S. POINT MARTURU. 

 ...RESPONDENT(S): 

Counsel for the Petitioner: 

1. RAMAKRISHNA AKURATHI 

Counsel for the Respondent(S): 

1. GP FOR REVENUE 

2. GP FOR CIVIL SUPPLIES 

The Court made the following: 
 

ORDER: 

 Heard Sri Ramakrishna Akurathi, learned counsel for the petitioner 

and Sri Vineeth Appasani, learned Assistant Government Pleader for Civil 

Supplies appearing for the respondents. 

 2. The grievance of the writ petitioner is that vide impugned order 

the respondent No.4 has suspended the Fair Price Shop license of the 

petitioner. 

 3. It is argued by the learned counsel for the petitioner that, the 

show cause notice, dated 00.08.2025 was issued to the petitioner. However, 

the said show cause notice was never received by the petitioner and a copy of 

the same was sent to the petitioner’s ‘WhatsApp’. It is contended that the 

show cause notice was issued requiring the petitioner to submit his 

explanation within a period of seven (07) days, however on the same day, the 

impugned proceedings have been passed suspending the petitioner’s 
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dealership. He contends that the order impugned is therefore in gross violation 

of principles of natural justice. 

 4. Learned Assistant Government Pleader for Civil Supplies would 

submit that the show cause notice was not in contemplation of suspension of 

the dealership, but the same was issued seeking explanation of the petitioner 

as to why the license shall not be cancelled. 

 5. Considered the rival submissions. As seen from the impugned 

proceedings while suspending the petitioner’s dealership license, the authority 

has referred to the show cause notice and charges framed there under, further 

gave a finding that the petitioner has committed irregularities and diverted 275 

Kgs of rice meant for mid-Day meals. Thus, it cannot be presumed that the 

show cause notice was issued in contemplation of the proceedings for 

cancellation of the dealership license and not in connection with the 

impugned proceedings. Thus, the learned assistant government pleader's 

submission that the non-service of the show cause on the petitioner would not 

be fatal is unsustainable. 

 6. In the facts of the present case, the issuance of the show cause 

notice and passing the order of suspension without serving the show cause 

notice, further passing the impugned proceedings on the same day of the 

show cause, would defeat the purpose of the show cause notice for which it 

was issued. Further, the same is in gross violation of the principles of natural 

justice. Having regard to the same, this Court deems it appropriate to dispose 
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of the Writ Petition by setting aside the impugned order of the respondent 

No.4 and directing the respondent No.4 to pass appropriate orders after 

affording sufficient opportunity to the petitioner to file his objections to the 

show cause notice, within a period of eight (08) weeks from the date of receipt 

of the order.                                                                                                                                      

 6. With the above observation, the Writ Petition is disposed of. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

 As a sequel, all pending miscellaneous applications shall stand 

closed. 

______________________________ 
JUSTICE KIRANMAYEE MANDAVA 

Dated: 06.08.2025 

MSI 
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