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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 

AT AMARAVATI 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

[3457] 

WEDNESDAY,THE  TWENTY SECOND DAY OF APRIL  

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX 

PRESENT 

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE HARINATH.N 

WRIT PETITION NO: 28030/2013 

Between: 

1.  M. PADMANABHA CHETTY, S/O. RAMAIAH AGED 59 YEARS, 

RETIRED AS HELPER (ELEC) TIRUMALA TIRUPATI 

DEVASTHANAMS, TTD, TIRUPATI, CHITTOOR DISTRICT, R/O. 

SURENDRANAGARAM KARVETINAGARAM MANDAL, CHITTOOR 

DISTRICT 

 ...PETITIONER 

AND 

1.  TIRUMALA TIRUPATI DEVASTHANAMS, REP THROUGH ITS 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER, T.T. DEVASTANAM, TIRUPATI, CHITTOOR 

DISTRICT 

2.  EXECUTIVE OFFICER TIRUMALA TIRUPATI DEVASTHANAMS, 

TIRUPATI, CHITTOOR DISTRICT 

 ...RESPONDENT(S): 

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 a Writ of Mandamus declaring the impugned action of 

Respondents in treating the Helper in TTD services as not entitled to continue 

till attaining the age of 60 years and consequently issuing the further 

impugned orders of retirement of petitioner at the age of 58 years w.e.f. 

31.1.2012 vide proceedings of 2nd Respondent in ROC N. TL8/2616/2013 dt. 

28.4.2013 as nonest in the eye of law, contrary to law, illegal and without 

jurisdiction and violative article 14 of the constitution of India and consequently 

direct the Respondent to continue the petitioner in service till the age of 60 
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years for retirement and grant will al consequential reliefs and benefits and to 

pass 

IA NO: 1 OF 2013(WPMP 34808 OF 2013 

Petition under Section 151 CPC  praying that in the circumstances stated 

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased 

direct the Respondents to continue the petitioner in service till 60 years of age 

of suspending the impugned proceedings in ROC No. TL8/2616/2013 dt. 

28.4.2013 pending disposal of the above writ petition and to pass 

Counsel for the Petitioner: 

1. S LAKSHMA REDDY 

Counsel for the Respondent(S): 

1. A PRABHAKAR SARMA  SC FOR TTD 

2. Y BALAJI 

3. A K JAYAPRAKASH RAO 

The Court made the following: 
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ORDER:- 

 There is no representation for the petitioner today.  

2. Sri N.V.S.Prasada Varma, learned Standing Counsel appearing for the 

respondents submits that the cause in the writ petition would not survive any 

further on account of efflux of time.  The petitioner was aged about 59 years 

when the writ petition was filed and he sought a direction for continuing his 

services in the respondent corporation, in the respondent as a helper till he 

attains the age of 60 years and further direction to treat the impugned orders 

of retirement of the petitioner at the age of 58 years with effect from 

31.01.2012 as a nullity.  No interim orders were passed when the writ petition 

was admitted.  As such the writ petition has been rendered infructuous as the 

petitioner was not engaged by the respondent authorities beyond the date of 

his superannuation.  

3. Accordingly, the Writ Petition is dismissed as infructuous.  There shall 

be no order as to costs. 

  Pending miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall stand closed.  

 
 
 
 

 ____________________ 
                                                                                      JUSTICE HARINATH.N  

 
Date.22.04.2026 
SR  


