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lN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAV4§as

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

MONDAY,THE FOURTH  DAY OF NOVEMBER

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR  her`fl

: PRESENT:                         \f~+~f-

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE VENKATESWARLU  NIMMAGADDA

WRIT PETITION NO: 22931  OF 2024    €

Betwee n : V
Thota Shl'va  Naga VeeraVenkata  Ganesh,  s/o  NarasmhaRao,  aged  about

42  years  Occ:  Business,  r/o  D.No.1/15,  PothepalliMachilipatnam,  Krishna

District.

Petitioner

AND

1.   Union  of  India,  rep.  by  its  Principal  Secretary  Ministry  of  Micro,  Small

and Medium  Enterprises UdyogBhavan,  New Delhi.

2.   Union   Bank  of  India,   rep.   by  its   Regional  Manager,   Regional  Office,

Machilipatnam  Krishna  District.

3.   The   Branch   Manager,   Union   Bank   of   India   Kanur   Branch,   Kanur,

Krishna  District.

Respondents
Petition  under Article 226 of the Constitution  of India  praying  that in the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  therewith,  the  High  Court  may  be

pleased to issue an appropriate Writ, Order or Direction, more particularly one

in the nature of Writ of Mandamus, declaring the actI'On Of the respondent Nos.

2 and  3 herein  in  not taking  any steps to re-structure the loan a/c No.  No.612-

03  which  was  declared  as  NPA,  through  Revival  and  Rehabilitation  and  to

pro-vide working  capital  deleting  the  loan  account from  NPA and  to  regularize

the   same   inspite   of  the   written`  representation   dt.   10-9-2024  followed   by

personal   visits,   as   being   illegal,   arbitrary,   unjust   and   unconstitutional   and

consequently  direct  the  respondent  Nos.  2  and  3  herein  to  re-structure  the



loan  by  deleting  the  loan  account  from  NPA  duly  regularizing  the  Same  by

considering the representat'lon dt.  10-9-2024;

The  petition  coming  On  for  hear'lng,  upon  Perusing  the  Petition  and  the

afflldavit filed  in  support thereof and  the  earl-ler order of the  High  Court  dated

14-10.20Zmade  herein  and  upon  hearing  the  arguments  of   sri  p  L  RAO

Advocate  for  the  Pet'[tioner  and  Of  DEPUTY  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for  the

Respondent  No.1   and  of  SMT.  V.DYUMANl,  Advocate  for  the  Respondent

Nos.2 & 3 and the Court made the following;

ORDER:
{flnterim  order granted  earlier  by  this  court shall  stand  extended

till the nextdate of hearing.    of
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DATED:04/ll/2024
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ORDER

WP.No.22931  of 2024

lNTERIM ORDER EXTENDED


