THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO

WRITPETNTION No.13321 OF 2015

ORDER:

There isno representation on behalf of the petitioners.
The prayer sought forin the writ petition isasunder:

“to issue any appropriate writ order or direction preferably a writ in the
nature of writ of Mandamus declaring the inaction of the respondent 2 5 in
considering the representation/complaint dated 04 02 2015 and 03 03 2015 being
illegal arbitrary and violative of Article 14 of the Constitution of India apart from
being violative principals of natural justice and consequently direct the
respondents 2 5 to consider and dispose off the representation/complaint of the

petitionersat the earliest.”

During the course of hearing, the leamed standing counsel
appearing forthe 27 regpondent-Bank broughtto the notice of this
Court from the counter affidavit filed on behalf of the 2nd
respondent that the representation dated 03.08.2015 submitted by
the petitioner has been considered by the competent authority
and the same has -been rejected vide proceedings
No.CO/LD/20/2015-16, dated 07.05.2015 and as such the writ
petition hasbecome infructuous.

Taking the said statement into consideration, this Court is of
the opinion that no further cause would survive for adjudication in
the writ petition.

Accordingly, the writ petition isdismissed. No costs.

Pending miscellaneouspetitions, if any, shall stand closed.

P.KESHAVA RAO,J

27t NOVEMBER 2018.
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