
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P.No.41580 OF 2017 

ORDER: (ORAL) (Per the Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bhatt) 

The petitioner, a  Sec tion Offic er in High Court and  a  Member 

of the A.P. High Court Emp loyees Mutua lly Aided  Coopera tive 

Housing Soc iety Limited , p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the inac tion 

of respondents 3 and  4 in taking  ac tion on the report da ted  

25.05.2017 submitted  by 4th respondent and  on the representa tion 

da ted  08.11.2017 submitted  by the members of the 2nd  respondent 

Soc iety to c onvene Genera l Body Meeting  as required  under 

Sec tion 23(3) of the Ac t for appointment of ad  hoc  c ommittee for 

c onduc ting  elec tions to a ll the posts of Direc tors of 2nd  respondent 

Soc iety, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  c ontra ry to the p rovisions of 

Mutua lly Aided  Coopera tives Soc ieties Ac t, 1995. 

 The petitioner refers to the letter da ted  25.05.2017 addressed  

by the Assistant Reg istra r (Charminar) to the Deputy Reg istra r of  

Co-opera tive Soc ieties (Charminar) Hyderabad .  The opera tive 

portion of the sa id  letter reads thus:- 

 “In this regard it is submitted that, on verification of 

the copy of Circular No.HS-1/2017 dated 26.12.2016, 

issued by the society, communicating the notice to conduct 

of annual General Body which was enclosed to the 

reference 1st cited, there was no agenda item found for 

placing the Final Audit Report before the Annual General 

Body Meeting for its approval.  According to the Section 

21(6) (c) of the Andhra Pradesh Mutually Aided 

Cooperatives Societies Act, 1995 placing of Final Audit 

Report is one of the statutory item in conduct of Annual 
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General Body Meeting.  Moreover, the President of the 

Society vide reference 3rd cited submitted that the  

Ex-Managing Committee has not handed over the records 

of the society.  It seems that the society has not placed the 

Final Audit Report before the Annual General Body 

Meeting.  But, the existing Managing Committee should 

have brought to the notice of non handing over of the 

records of the society by the Ex-Managing Committee and 

thus they could not arranged to conduct of audit of the 

society and could placed the final audit report for approval 

of the General Body. 

 Further, the President of the society in their letter 

vide reference 3rd cited ahs not defended the allegations of 

the petition with regard to the disqualification of the present 

Managing Committee and other allegations levelled in the 

petition.  Moreover, the President of the society has not 

produced the records at least from the date of their 

assumption of charge of the society i.e., 06.11.2016. 

 In the circumstances explained above, without 

verifying the records of the society it is not possible to 

submit the status report of the society along with other 

allegations levelled against the existing Managing 

Committee by the complainant.  Therefore, I could not 

submit the status report”. 

 The petitioner, a long with a  few other emp loyees, is 

rep resenting  respondents 3 and  4 on 08.11.2017.  The writ petition 

has been heard  a long with c onnec ted  ba tc h of writ petitions where 

the holistic  view of c ommissions and  omissions in the Soc iety, its 

a ffa irs etc ., a re noted . 

 The petitioner seeks c ivil and  c rimina l ac tion aga inst the 

Manag ing Committee of 2nd  respondent Soc iety by respondents 3 

to 5.  The inac tion c ompla ined  by the petitioner, it appears to us, is 

more in the na ture of taking  up  post-elec tion issues and  the 

petitioner, if has leg itimate grievanc e there a re suffic ient forums 
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provided  in the Soc iety and  a lso when the Genera l Body is c a lled  

for, these issues c an be ra ised .  We a re c onsc ious of the d irec tions 

issued  in W.P.No.18935 of 2007 whic h have bearing  on these 

a llega tions and  sec ond ly unless and  until the petitioner shows a  

sta tutory right for issuing a  d irec tion to d ispose of the representa tion, 

we a re not inc lined  to take note of the inac tion c omp la ined  by the 

petitioner and  issue d irec tion.  The remed ies ava ilab le in law a re 

p reserved  and  the d ismissa l sha ll not be understood  as expressing a  

view on merits.  

 The writ petition fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed . No order 

as to c osts. 

 As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, 

stand  c losed . 

 

___________________________________ 

THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN, CJ 

 

 
 

____________ 

S.V.BHATT, J 

28th Dec ember, 2018 

Prv 
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