
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P. No.35302 OF 2016 

ORDER: 
  

Heard  Mr.K.Venka tesh for petitioner and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Panhaya t Ra j) for respondents. 

The issue a rises under Sec tion 249 (6) of A.P. Panc haya t Ra j 

Ac t, 1994 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ).  The c irc umstanc es relevant for the 

d isposa l of the writ petition a re tha t on 09.03.2016, the petitioner 

was p lac ed  under suspension by the 3rd  respondent on beha lf of 2nd  

respondent.  On 17.08.2016, the 1st respondent vide G.O.Rt.No.757 

da ted  17.08.2016 extended  the power of suspension for a  further 

period  from 09.06.2016.  Admitted ly, by 08.09.2016, six months period  

stipula ted  under Sec tion 249 of the Ac t was over.  On 23.09.2016, a  

request for order of reinsta tement as Sarpanc h was made.  The sa id  

rep resenta tion rema ins una ttended till da te.  Henc e the writ 

petitioner p rays for the following relief: 

“..to issue appropriate writ or order or direction more 

particularly one in the nature of writ of mandamus 

declaring the action of the respondents 1 to 3 in not 

reinstating the petitioner as Sarpanch of Diwancheruvu 

Gram Panchayat of Rajanagaram Mandal, East Godavari 

District in view of the provisions contained under 

Sec.249(6) of A.P.Panchayat Raj Act, 1994 as wholly 

illegal, arbitrary and unjust and consequently direct the 

respondents 1 to 3 to forthwith reinstate the petitioner as 

Sarpanch of Diwancheruvu Gram Panchayat of 

Rajanagaram Mandal, East Godavari District in view of 

the statutory period of suspension for six months is over 

by 9-9-2016..” 

 

The c ounsel for the petitioner p lac es relianc e upon the 

dec ision in D.Veera Naga Kumari v. Distric t Collec tor (Panc hayat 
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Wing), Krishna Distric t1 in support of his c ontention tha t onc e the 

reason for p lac ing  under suspension does not result in fina l order, 

the respondents a re under lega l ob liga tion to reinsta te the 

petitioner as Sarpanc h forthwith. 

The Assistant Government Pleader, on instruc tions, submits 

tha t the respondents will ac t in the matter in ac c ordanc e with law 

and  before a  dec ision c ould  be taken, the instant writ petition is 

filed . 

I have heard  the c ounsel appearing  for pa rties, perused  the 

materia l papers on rec ord  and  c onsidered  the p rinc ip le la id  down 

in the dec ision referred  to above. 

The c irc umstanc es a re und isputed .  The lega l effec t and  the 

period  of suspension a re c lea rly spelt out in Sec tion 249 of the Ac t.  

The inac tion of respondents in reinsta ting  the petitioner is c ontra ry 

to the sp irit of Sec tion 249 of the Ac t.  The petitioner is elec ted  

Sarpanc h.  Henc e, respondents 2 and  3 a re d irec ted  to d ispose of 

the rep resenta tion da ted  23.09.2016 within two weeks from the da te 

of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  Petitioner is g iven liberty to 

c ommunic a te a  c opy of this order a long with c opy of 

rep resenta tion within one week for exped itious dec ision. 

 The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  No order as to 

c osts. 

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

 

 

                                                                                         ___________ 

                                                                                        S.V.BHATT,J 
 

Da te:20.10.2016 

Note: 

c .c . forthwith 

B/ o. 
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