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 The petitioner has been working  as Sec reta ry of Perupa lem Primary 

Agric ultura l Co-opera tive Cred it Soc iety Ltd ., Perupa lem, Moga lthur 

manda l, West Godavari Distric t.  Based  on a  c omp la int g iven by one 

S.Sreenivas with regard  to administra tion of the sa id  soc iety, the 3rd   

respondent  - Distric t Co-opera tive Offic er, vide p roc eed ings in 

Rc .No.259/ 2017-Cr-I da ted  22.07.2017, under Sec tion 51 of the  A.P. Co-

opera tive Soc ieties Ac t, 1964 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ),  appointed  an inquiry 

offic er and  d irec ted  to c omp lete the inquiry within sixty days. Aggrieved  

by the ac tion of the respondents in p roc eed ing with the inquiry under 

Sec tion 51 of the Ac t, even a fter exp iry of sixty days as stipula ted  under 

p roc eed ings of the 3rd  respondent da ted  22.07.2017, the p resent writ 

petition is filed . 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner. 

 

 The lea rned  Government Pleader for Co-opera tion by p roduc ing 

written instruc tions, would  submit tha t the above sa id  inquiry under   

Sec tion 51 of the Ac t was stayed  by the Government vide Memo 

No.74/ 156/ 2017 da ted  17-08-2018 and  subsequently this c ourt in 

W.P.No.31039/ 2017 suspended  the stay orders and  d irec ted  the inquiry 

offic er to c ontinue the inquiry and  ac c ord ing ly the inquiry is under 

p rogress.  The lea rned  Government Pleader further relying  on the order of 

a  lea rned  sing le Judge of this c ourt in W.P.No.8611 of 2007 da ted  17-07-

2007, submits tha t the period  of sixty days is only d irec tory and  not 

manda tory.  With these submissions, he sought to d ismiss the writ petition. 



 

 In the p resent c ase, the p roc eed ings of the 3rd  respondent, requires 

the inquiry offic er to c omp lete the enquiry within sixty days. The time 

frame stipula ted  under Sec tion 51 of the Ac t is four months.  Further, this 

c ourt in W.P.No.31039 of 20017 suspended  the stay granted  by the 

Government with regard  to c onduc t of enquiry under Sec tion 51 and  

d irec ted  to p roc eed  with the inquiry and  the same is in p rogress.  With 

regard  to time frame fixed  under Sec tion 51 of the c ourt, this c ourt held  in 

W.P.No.8611 of 2007 da ted  17-07-2007,  tha t it is only d irec tory and  not 

manda tory, by hold ing : 

 “ The sec ond ground  of a ttac k is, about the time-frame.  It is true tha t Sec tion 

51 of the Ac t requires the inquiry to be c ompleted  within the stipula ted  period  

of four months.  A restric tion is a lso p lac ed  on the time up  to whic h it c an be 

extended .  This is more, with a  view to ensure tha t the matter is not kep t 

pend ing, unduly.  However, fa ilure to adhere to the time-frame does not g ive 

rise to any right, in favour of an ind ividua l.  In B.Srinivasulu  v.  Government of 

Andhra  Pradesh {1988(1) ALT 10 (NRC)}, this Court held  tha t the time-frame 

under Sec tion 51 of the Ac t, as to the submission of a  report, is only d irec tor; 

and  a  report, submitted  a fter the stipula ted  time, c annot be trea ted  as illega l 

or inva lid .”  

 

 In view of the above, I do not find  any reason to enterta in the writ 

petition.  The writ petition is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 
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