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 (Per Hon’ ble Sri Just ice Suresh Kumar Kait ) 

  
 This writ  pet it ion is f iled for the following substant ive 

relief:  

“ …..issue a writ  of mandamus declaring the proceedings of the 1st 

respondent  bearing Ref: NREDCAP/ Pers/ Dis/  DAK/ 2018, dated 

19.01.2018 insofar it  places the pet it ioner under suspension 

pursuant  to Charge Memo issued by the 2nd respondent  in let ter 

Ref: No. TSREDCO/ SAR-2014-15 & 2016-17/ PVR-KMNR/ 2017, dated 

06.01.2018, as il legal, arbit rary, without  j urisdict ion and violat ive 

of principles of natural j ust ice…”  

 
 It  is the pleaded case of the pet it ioner that  the  

2nd respondent  issued a Charge Memo dated 06.01.2018 to the 

pet it ioner alleging grave administ rat ive and f inancial 

irregularit ies commit ted during the course of service as 

Proj ect  Director/ DM, FAC in Karimnagar Dist rict  and further 

proposed to take act ion against  him under Rule 22 of the A.P. 

Civil Services (Classif icat ion, Cont rol and Appeal) Rules, 1991 

(for brevity “ the Rules” ).  The 1st respondent , vide 

proceedings dated 19.01.2018, got  served the Charge Memo to 

the pet it ioner.  The proceedings of the 1st respondent  further 

disclose that  the pet it ioner was required to be kept  under 

suspension and subsistence allowance would be paid during 

the suspension period as per the procedure.  The pet it ioner 
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submit ted his explanat ion on 24.01.2018 pleading not  guilt y of 

the charges and requested to give access to the records and 

arrange to supply all relevant  copies of documents and also 

requested to revoke suspension order. 

 The grounds raised in the writ  pet it ion are that  the 

proceedings dated 19.01.2018 of the 1st respondent  insofar as 

it  relates to keeping the pet it ioner under suspension are 

il legal, arbit rary and without  j urisdict ion.  The 1st respondent  

ought  to have seen that  the pet it ioner was allot ted to the 

residuary State of Andhra Pradesh in pursuance of bifurcat ion 

of the erstwhile State of Andhra Pradesh and it  has no 

j urisdict ion to place the pet it ioner under suspension in 

respect  of any alleged irregularit ies while working in the 

United Andhra Pradesh.  The 1st respondent  has failed to 

appreciate that  the very disciplinary proceedings init iated by 

the 2nd respondent  are without  j urisdict ion in view of the 

allotment  of the pet it ioner to the 1st respondent  pursuant  to 

bifurcat ion.  The 1st respondent  ought  to have seen that  the 

Charge Memo got  issued by the 2nd respondent  was as per Rule 

22 of the Rules, which only denotes procedure for imposit ion 

of minor penalt ies, and accordingly, the 1st respondent  ought  

not  to have issued proceedings dated 19.01.2018 keeping the 

pet it ioner under suspension.  
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  It  is not  in dispute that  the pet it ioner has made 

representat ion dated 24.01.2018 to the 1st respondent , 

however the same has not  been considered so far.  We note 

that  even though the pet it ioner has made representat ion, 

however, not  raised any legal grounds therein which are 

raised in the present  writ  pet it ion. 

 Therefore, this Court ,  without  going into merits of the 

case, deems it  appropriate to dispose of the writ  pet it ion 

direct ing the 1st respondent  to t reat  the present  writ  pet it ion 

as representat ion of the pet it ioner and decide the same, in 

accordance with law, within a period of six weeks from the 

date of receipt  of a copy of this order. 

 With the above direct ion, the writ  pet it ion is disposed 

of.  No order as to costs. 

 As a sequel, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any pending, 

shall stand disposed of as infructuous.            

      _____________________ 

            SURESH KUMAR KAIT, J 

08.03.2018 
  

       _________________________                 
                        ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 

bcj  


