
 HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.39888 of 2017 

 ORDER: 
 

 Heard  Sri C.Sunil Kumar Reddy for petitioner, the Assistant 

Government Pleader for Sc hool Educ a tion and  Sri Kasa  Jagan 

Mohan Reddy for 8th respondent. 

The petitioner c ha llenges p roc eed ings Rc .No.7514/ C2/ 2014, 

da ted  06.11.2017 as viola tive of Sec tion 24(4) of the A.P. Educ a tion 

Ac t, 1982 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ). 

Sec tion 24(4) of the Ac t reads as follows :- 

“ The competent  authority may, for reasons to be 

recorded in writ ing, declare a person to be unfit  to be the 

manager of a private inst itut ion after giving to such person an 

opportunity of making his representat ion against  such 

declarat ion and under int imat ion to the management  and on 

such declarat ion, the person aforesaid shall cease to be the 

manager of the private inst itut ion and the management  of such 

inst itut ion shall nominate another person as a manager in his 

place in accordance with the provisions of sub-sect ion (2).” .  
 

The opera tive portion of the impugned  p roc eed ings reads 

thus :- 

“ The reply of the Correspondent  of the Schools is not  

sat isfactory and not  feasible for considerat ion as she has not  

obeyed the orders of the higher authorit ies. 

Keeping in view of the above circumstances,                 

Smt  O.Subbamma, SSS Aided P.S, Cumbum and Ravipadu is 

hereby suspended from Correspondent  ship with immediate 

effect  as per Sect ion 24 of Act  1 of 1982.  The Mandal 

Educat ional Off icer, Cumbum appointed as Special off icer of  

the above two schools to look after the administ rat ive 

funct ioning of the schools and to avoid hardship to the teachers 

working in the schools.”  
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Sri Sunil Kumar Reddy c ontends tha t the petitioner is not 

a fforded  opportunity as p rovided  by Sec tion 24(4) of the Ac t.  He 

takes serious ob jec tion to the appointment of a  Spec ia l Offic er, for 

under Sec tion 24(4) of the Ac t, the c ompetent authority c an 

dec la re a  person as unfit if c irc umstanc es warrant and  intima te the 

same to Management.  Therea fter, the Management is entitled  to 

rec ommend a  substitute as c orrespondent.  In the c ase on hand , 

ac c ord ing to him, the 3rd  respondent does not have jurisd ic tion 

partic ula rly in the fac t situa tion of the c ase to appoint a  Spec ia l 

Offic er to the Educ a tiona l Institution run by the petitioner 

Management. 

The Assistant Government Pleader firstly justifies the order by 

referring  to the reasons assigned  in the p roc eed ings impugned  and  

sec ond ly submits tha t the c irc umstanc es of the c ase warrant 

suitab le orders aga inst the petitioner and  in fac t the order is 

justifiab le, but if the p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition a re 

c ontravening Sec tion 24(4) of the Ac t, he submits tha t the 

impugned  p roc eed ing c an be set aside and  the matter may be 

remitted  to 3rd  respondent for c onsidera tion and  d isposa l a fresh. 

Sri Kasa  Jagan Mohan Reddy p lac ing relianc e on the earlier 

orders of the Court or Department and  the c onduc t of petitioner 

submits tha t the Teac hers a re denied  of their livelihood  on ac c ount 

of ineffic ient and  inc ompetent approac h by the Management and  

the petitioner.  Even he refers to an omission i.e., 3rd  respondent 
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ought to have passed  a  c omprehensive order on the sa la ries 

payab le to respondent Nos.8 and  9 in the p roc eed ings impugned  in 

the writ petition.  

Mr.Kasa  Jagan Mohan Reddy submits tha t if the Court is 

inc lined  to remit the matter to 3rd  respondent, reasonab le time may 

be p resc ribed  and  a  further d irec tion issued  to 3rd  respondent to 

pass a  c omprehensive order. 

The submissions a re noted . 

This Court is of the view tha t the p roc eed ings impugned  in the 

writ petition do not c onform to Sec tion 24(4) of the Ac t.  The 

p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition a re set aside and  the 

matter is remitted  to 3rd  respondent for c onsidera tion and  d isposa l, 

a fresh in ac c ordanc e with law.  It is further held  tha t the 3rd  

respondent passes a  c omprehensive order on the grievanc e of 

respondents 8 and  9 as well, while d isposing of the matter.  The sa id  

exerc ise sha ll be c omp leted  within four weeks from the da te of 

rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

The writ petition is ordered , as ind ic a ted  above.  No order as 

to c osts. 

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

   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 04-12-2017 

Note: 

Issue C.C. in one week 

             (B/ o) 

              Prv 
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