
 HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.1264 of 2012 

 

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.K.V.Raghuveer for petitioner, the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Munic ipa l Administra tion, 

Mr.Praveen Kumar for 2nd respondent and  Mr.C.R.Ka lyan hold ing  

for Mr.K.Chidambaram for 4th respondent. 

The petitioner c ha llenges Proc eed ings ROC.No.E1/ EPF/ 182/  

2009-10, da ted  04.01.2012, b lac k listing  the petitioner’ s firm and  

forfeiting  the EMD as viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e, 

unsusta inab le and  unc onstitutiona l. 

On 23.01.2012, the impugned  p roc eed ing da ted  

04.01.2012 was suspended  by this Court. 

Respondents 2 and  4 filed  petitions to vac a te the interim 

order, da ted  23.01.2012.  

The writ petition is heard  and  d isposed  of, a t this stage, with 

the c onsent of c ounsel appearing  for pa rties. 

The 2nd respondent, in rep ly to the a llega tion of petitioner 

tha t the petitioner was not put on notic e or g iven opportunity 

before issuing the impugned  p roc eed ings, sta tes as follows :- 

“ In reply to para 5 of the aff idavit ,  it  is 

submit ted that  it  is t rue that  the workers union again on 

31.12.2011 submit ted a representat ion stat ing that  the 

department / principal employer failed to fulf il l their 

responsibilit y and neither saw that  the cont ractor 

remit ted the due amounts nor init iated any act ion 

against  them.  They have stated in their representat ion 
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that  even after the cont ractor t ried to misguide the 

department  by producing fake challans/ let ters, 

department  failed to init iate any act ion against  them.  

The workers have submit ted this representat ion to 

DMA/ Hyderabad, RD/ Warangal, Dist rict  Collector/  

Khammam, Joint  Collector/ Khammam and Labor 

Department  also.  In their representat ion the workers 

have demanded the department  either to make 

necessary arrangements from the cont ractor to arrange 

their individual EPF slips or to init iate appropriate 

act ion as per law – otherwise, they will go on indefinite 

st rike with effect  from 07-01-2012.  At  this stage, the 

department  has enquired the act ions init iated in such 

type of cases and came to know that  the Hon’ ble 

Lokayuktha Court , Hyderabad has issued orders in the 

case of CPDCL, Hyderabad by taking up the issue suo 

motu and directed the CPDCL authorit ies to keep the 

concerned cont ractors’  names in BLACK List .  

Hence, the mat ter was placed before the Joint  

Collector, Khammam and Special Off icer, Kothagudem 

Municipalit y for according the permission to keep the 

defaulter cont ractor in BLACK LIST with immediate 

effect .  Accordingly the Special Off icer has accorded the 

permission to keep the defaulter cont ractor in 

BLACKLIST, vide Municipal Council Resolut ion Number 

98, dated 03-01-2012.”  

 

From the above, it is c lea r tha t the petitioner in fac t is not 

put on notic e for either of the dec isions p roposed  to be taken by 

2nd respondent and  suc h b lac k listing  or forfeiting  the EMD is 

unsusta inab le and  illega l. 

This Court, having regard  to the na ture of a llega tions 

aga inst the petitioner, c onsiders it appropria te to d irec t the 

parties to trea t the impugned  p roc eed ings, da ted  04.01.2012, as 

show-c ause notic e and  g ive opportunity to petitioner as well as 
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4th respondent to file their respec tive rep resenta tions before 2nd  

respondent within four weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy 

of this order.  The 2nd respondent is d irec ted  to pass orders within 

four weeks from the da te of rec eip t of rep resenta tions, as sta ted  

above.  

The writ petition is d isposed  of, 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: 22-03-2018 
Prv 
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