
 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.33689 of 2016 

  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Sri P.R.K.Amarender Kumar for petitioners, Government 

Pleader for Panc haya t Ra j and  Mr.N.Sridhar Reddy for 4th 

respondent. 

To c onc lude tha t the writ p rayer is no more effec tive, this 

c ourt finds it c onvenient to c hronolog ic a lly sta te the happenings in 

the matter. 

On 09-06-2016, the 2nd  respondent p lac ed  the 4th respondent 

under suspension under Sec tion 249 (6) of the A.P.Panc haya t Ra j 

Ac t, 1994 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ).   Aga inst the order of suspension, the 

4th respondent ava iled  writ remedy and  on being unsuc c essful, 

invoked  the revisiona l jurisd ic tion of 1st respondent under Sec tion 

264 (1) of the Ac t. 

Sec tion 249(6) of the Ac t reads thus:- 

“ If  the Dist rict  Collector is of the opinion that  a 

Sarpanch or a Upa-Sarpanch or any member of a Gram 

Panchayat  or the Government  are of the opinion that  

any President  or Vice-President  or the Chairperson or 

Vice-Chairperson or any member of a Mandal Parishad 

or Zilla Parishad willfully omit ted or refused to carry 

out  the orders of  Government  for the proper working of  

the concerned local body or abused his posit ion or the 

powers vested in him, and that  the further cont inuance 

of such person in off ice would be det rimental to the 

interests of the concerned local body or the 

inhabitants of the village, Mandal or Disrict ,  the 

Dist rict  Collector or as the case may be, Government  

may, by order, suspend such Saranch or Upa-Sarpanch 



or President  or Vice-President  or as the case may be, 

the Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson or member from 

off ice for a period not  exceeding three months, 

pending invest igat ion into the said charges and act ion 

thereon under the foregoing provisions of this Sect ion :   

Provided that  no order under this sub-sect ion 

shall be passed unless the person concerned has had an 

opportunity of making a representat ion against  the 

act ion proposed ; 

Provided further that  it  shall be competent  for 

the Government  to extend, from t ime to t ime, the 

period of suspension for such further period not  

exceeding three months, so however that  the total 

period of suspension shall not  exceed six months ; 

Provided also that  a person suspended under 

this sub-sect ion shall not  be ent it led to exercise the 

powers and perform the funct ions at tached to his 

off ice and shall not  be ent it led to at tend the meet ings 

of the concerned local body except  a meet ing held for 

the considerat ion of a no-confidence mot ion. 

  

Admitted ly, the three months period  exp ired  on 08-09-2016.  

The 1st respondent neither a t the request of the 2nd  respondent nor 

suo motu in the pend ing revision desired  to extend  the suspension 

for three more months from 08-09-2016.  The fac t of the matter is 

tha t the enquiry is pend ing before the 2nd  respondent. Further, order 

c ontinuing suspension of 4th respondent is not passed  by 1st 

respondent.  After exp iry of three months period , on 23-09-2016, the 

1st respondent issued  Memo impugned in the writ petition. 

On 30-09-2016, this c ourt suspended  Memo da ted  23-09-2016.  

The summary of above d isc ussion leads to the c onc lusion tha t so 

many p roc eed ings a re initia ted , c ontinued  and  c onc luded  without 



verifying  the va lid ity period  of order of suspension passed  on            

08-06-2016. On the short g round  tha t with the c omp letion of three 

months from the da te of passing of the suspension order, there is no 

c ause for c ontinua tion either by the petitioners or 4th respondent.  

The c ha llenge to Memo is equa lly unnec essary and  unsusta inab le. 

On this ground , the writ petition is d ismissed .  It is made 

c lea r tha t this Court has not c onsidered  the a llega tions aga inst 

4th respondent or examined  the exp lana tion of 4th respondent on 

the pend ing c harges before 2nd respondent.  It is for the 

c ompetent authority to p roc eed  further in the matter, if 

c irc umstanc es warrant, in ac c ordanc e with law.   

With the above observa tion, the writ petition is ac c ord ing ly 

d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing , sha ll stand  c losed . 

   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 03-11-2016 
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