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O R D E R: 
   

 It  has been stated by the pet it ioner that  while he was 

working as in-charge Manager, he was kept  under suspension and 

pending disciplinary enquiry, respondents removed him from service 

vide proceedings dated 31.3.1997.  Challenging the same, pet it ioner 

f iled a revision before the Addit ional Regist rar, Co-operat ive 

Societ ies, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad, and the same has been 

rej ected by proceedings, dated 25.09.1998. Aggrieved by same, the 

pet it ioner f iled a writ  pet it ion being WP No.31709 of 1998, which 

was allowed by this Court  by order, dated 24.08.2004, set t ing aside 

the impugned dismissal order, dated 31.03.1997, observing as 

follows:  

“ … Accordingly, t he impugned orders are set  aside.  The 

pet it ioner is ent it led for reinst atement  int o service wit h al l  

consequent ial  benef it s. However t his order     wil l  not  

preclude t he aut horit ies f rom proceeding wit h t he enquiry 

against  t he pet it ioner, i f  t hey so desire.”  

 
2. Aggrieved by the same, respondents f iled writ  appeal being 

WA No. 2089 of 2004 and the Hon’ ble Division Bench of this Court  by 

order dated 12.07.2006, set  aside the order dated 24.08.2004 

passed in WP No.31709 of 1998. Thereafter, respondents passed 

orders, dated 12.07.2006  and recovered the amount  of Rs.69,519/ - 

from the terminal benefits of the pet it ioner. Thereafter, the 

contempt  case, being CC No.1250 of 2005 f iled by the pet it ioner 
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was dismissed by this Court  by order dated 28.8.2006 observing as 

follows:  

“  Leaving it  open t o t he pet it ioner t o f i le an 

appl icat ion wit hin t wo weeks f rom t oday claiming t he 

amount  t o be paid along wit h int erest  ,  which  would be 

considered and disposed of  in accordance wit h law wit hin 

four (04) weeks t hereof .”   

 
3. It  is the case of the pet it ioner that  in compliance of the above 

said orders, pet it ioner submit ted a representat ion to the 

respondents on 08.09.2006, but  the respondents did not  consider 

and dispose of the same. Challenging  the inact ion, the pet it ioner 

f iled the present  writ  pet it ion seeking to issue writ  of Mandamus  

declaring the act ion of respondents in adj ust ing the amount  of 

Rs.69,519/ - towards misappropriat ion amount   at  the t ime of 

disbursement  of loans as arbit rary and illegal.    

4. Heard both sides and perused the material available on 

record.  

5. Learned counsel for pet it ioner would submit  that  the 

respondent  authorit ies without  following due process of law and 

without  giving an opportunity to the pet it ioner, suo motu issued 

removal orders.  Further, respondents without  considering the 

representat ion dated 12.08.2006 submit ted by the pet it ioner, 

arbit rarily adj usted the amounts from his terminal benef its. Hence, 

the impugned order warrants interference of this court  under 

Art icle 226 of the Const itut ion of India.   
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6. Learned counsel for respondent  would contend that  the 

respondent  bank basing on the orders passed by this court  in WA 

No.2089 of 2004  and after conduct ing a detailed enquiry, has 

right ly deducted the said amount  from the terminal benefits of the 

pet it ioner, in pursuance of the surcharge proceedings dated 

11.12.2002.  Hence, there is no il legalit y or inf irmity commit ted by 

the respondent  in passing the impugned order. 

 
7. In the light  of the above submissions, without  going into the 

merits of the case, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of direct ing the 

pet it ioner to submit  a fresh representat ion to the respondent  

authorit ies, in case they did not  receive the same earlier, within a 

period of one week from the date of receipt  of  the copy of the 

order and upon receipt  of such representat ion, the respondents 

shall consider the same and pass appropriate orders within a period 

of four weeks thereafter.  No costs.   

8. Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any, pending in this writ  Pet it ion 

shall stand closed. 

____________________________ 

ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 
27th September, 2018  

Mj l/ * 


