
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. No.19161 OF 2017 

ORDER:  

 Heard  Mr.P.Prabhakar Rao, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioners, 

Mr.Shara th, lea rned  Government Pleader for respondents 1 to 4,                

Mr.D.Prakash Reddy, lea rned  senior c ounsel and  Mr.P.Nagi Reddy 

Caveator. 

 The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondents 2 to 4, pa rtic ula rly the dec ision of 2nd  respondent in 

seizing  the p remises of Pub lic  Club , Suryapet, Suryapet Town, taking 

away the books and  rec ords of Pub lic  Club  and  addressing letter 

da ted  23.05.2017 to 5th respondent p reventing  the Exec utive 

Committee to opera te the Bank ac c ount with 5th respondent, as 

a rb itra ry, illega l and  unc onstitutiona l. 

 At request of lea rned  Government Pleader, the writ petition 

was ad journed  to get instruc tions in the matter and  p lac e the 

rec ord  seizing  the p remises of Pub lic  Club , Suryapet.  The 2nd  

respondent has p lac ed  the rec ord  for perusa l of this Court.  The 2nd  

respondent does not d ispute tha t the Club  Premises was seized , but 

the exp lana tion offered  by 2nd  respondent is tha t the 2nd  

respondent in his c apac ity as Ex-offic io President of Pub lic  Club  

seized  the p remises and  admits to have c ommunic a ted  letter 

da ted  23.05.2017 to 5th respondent c a lling  upon the 5th respondent 

not to permit the Exec utive Committee members of the Club  to 

opera te the Bank ac c ount. 

 Learned  Government Pleader a t the outset has c la rified  tha t  

the 2nd  respondent in his sta tus and  position  as Revenue Divisiona l 
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Offic er per se  has not effec ted  seizure or c ommunic a ted  letter 

da ted  23.05.2017 to 5th respondent, but he tried  to justify tha t 

having regard   to a  few illega l and  ob jec tionab le ac tivities going 

on in the Pub lic  Club  whic h a re not c ontrolled  by persons a t the 

helm of a ffa irs and  tha t the injunc tion granted  by the tria l Court in 

O.P. No.281 of 2015 was not extended  , therefore, to p revent 

c ontinua tion of suc h illega l and  ob jec tionab le ac tivities, in his 

c apac ity as Ex-Offic io President seized  the p remises and  a lso 

addressed  letter da ted  23.05.2017 to 5th respondent.  He has fa irly 

c onc eded  tha t even in his power as Ex-Offic io President, the bye 

laws do not authorise the Ex-Offic io President to go tha t fa r and  

d isturb  the day-to-day ac tivities of the Pub lic  Club .  It is c ontextua l 

to refer tha t the petitioners deny tha t the ac tivities a t the c lub  a re 

ob jec tionab le or illega l and  the respondents assert tha t illega l and  

ob jec tionab le ac tivities a re c a rried  on by a  few members of the 

Club  beyond  the permissib le hours and  c ontinuing till wee hours of 

next day.  Suc h things if a re a llowed  to happen, the same is ma tter 

of c onc ern.  It is ma tter of introspec tion and  for c orrec tive dec ision 

by the peop le a t the helm of a ffa irs.  Sinc e the lea rned  Government 

Pleader admits tha t the seizure as well as c ommunic a tion is 

unauthorised , he agrees to remove the seizure effec ted  on 

11.05.2015, return the books taken from the c ustody of petitioners 

and  a lso address letter to 5th respondent suitab ly forthwith.  The 

sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord  and  two days time is g iven to 

c omp ly with the sta tement made by the lea rned  Government 

Pleader.   Norma lly, this Court would  have c erta inly d isposed  of the 

writ petition by p lac ing on rec ord  the sta tement of lea rned  
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Government Pleader.  After perusing  the rec ord , this Court is of the 

view tha t a ll is not well with the func tioning of the Club .  Therefore, 

the matter requires c onsidera tion and  dec ision by the Genera l Body 

of the Club  to regula te its ac tivities, take suc h further dec ision or 

dec isions as warranted  to keep  intac t the reputa tion of the Club .  

The petitioners to stay c lea r from a ll c ontroversies agree to c onduc t 

Genera l Body Meeting  on 25.06.2017. To tha t effec t, the 1st 

petitioner has filed  Memo W.P.U.R. 17969 of 2017 and  the Memo is 

taken on file.  Learned  c ounsel appearing  for respondents have 

made a  few suggestions.  After hearing  both c ounsel and  with their 

c onsent, the following further d irec tions a re issued : 

a )    The petitioners, as undertaken through Memo da ted  

16.06.2017, c onduc t Genera l Body Meeting  of members of Pub lic  

Club  on 25.06.2017 a t 11.30 a .m. 

(b )    The petitioners as undertaken in the Court take a  dec ision for 

c onstituting  a  c ommittee to oversee the working of the Pub lic  Club  

and  for c onduc ting  elec tions of the c lub .  For the p resent, the 

members who a re enrolled  as on 01.05.2015 a re invited  as members 

in the meeting  and  as regards the members who a re enrolled  or 

admitted  a fter 01.05.2015, the deta ils of suc h members may be 

b rought to the notic e of the Genera l Body and  if Genera l Body 

takes a  dec ision permitting  the new members, suc h new members 

c an a lso be a llowed  to pa rtic ipa te in Genera l Body Meeting .  The 

resolution made in the Genera l Body Meeting  has to be 

imp lemented  p romptly without fa il by a ll inc lud ing the petitioners.  

(c ) Respondents 2, 3 and  4 have a lready rec eived  p relimina ry 

information on the illega l or ob jec tionab le ac tivities taking p lac e in 
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the Club .  The very use of words ‘ illega l’  or ‘ ob jec tionab le’   

aga inst suc h c ommission or omission ac tivities p re-supposes tha t the 

offic ers in their offic ia l c apac ity c an set in motion appropria te 

ac tion, if c irc umstanc es warrant, take stringent ac tion and  p revent 

rec urrenc e of suc h illega l and  ob jec tionab le ac tivities.  It is need less 

to observe tha t the offic ers a re a lso free to reg ister c ases under IPC 

etc ., and  take the reg istered  c ases to log ic a l c onc lusion.  As 

lea rned  c ounsel have c onsented  for d isposing of the writ petition 

with the above d irec tions, though a  few aspec ts a re ra ised  by both 

sides, this Court is refra ining  from referring  to those fac ts.  

 The writ petition is d isposed  of.  No order as to c osts.  

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

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date:16.06.2017 

Note : 

Issue CC forthwith 

Stp  

 
 


