
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.6086 of 2019 
 

ORDER: 

 With the c onsent of both the c ounsel, the writ petition is 

d isposed  of a t the admission stage. 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …..to issue a Writ ,  order or direct ion more 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus declaring 

the impugned Proc.No.A1/ 30/ 2019-2, dated 16-3-2019 issued 

by the 1st respondent  as being il legal, arbit rary, unj ust , 

unwarranted and uncalled for and violat ive of Art icles 14, 16 

and 21 of the Const itut ion of India and consequent ly set  

aside the said orders and hold that  the pet it ioner is ent it led 

for reinstatement  to duty as S.G.Teacher with all 

consequent ial and at tendant  benefit s …..” .  

 

Heard  Mr.D.Ba lakishan Rao, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner 

and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es-II. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t she is working  as 

Deputy Hostel Welfa re Offic er in Ashram High Sc hool, Devapur, 

Kasipet Manda l, Manc heria l Distric t, and  while d isc harg ing her 

duties, the 1st respondent has p lac ed  the petitioner under 

suspension vide p roc eed ings da ted  16.03.2019 on the a lleged  

ground  tha t two of the g irls of Institution were found  missing  on 

09.03.2019.  Cha lleng ing the same, the petitioner has filed  the 

p resent writ petition. 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for petitioner submits tha t the 

respondents have issued  show-c ause notic e as to why d isc ip lina ry 

ac tion should  not be initia ted  aga inst the petitioner and  d irec ted  

the petitioner to submit exp lana tion vide p roc eed ings da ted  

10.03.2019.  The petitioner has submitted  exp lana tion to the sa id  

show-c ause notic e, but the 1st respondent without taking  into 

ac c ount the exp lana tion submitted  by the petitioner has 
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mec hanic a lly p lac ed  the petitioner under suspension.  Therefore, 

the impugned  order is liab le to be set aside. 

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for respondents has 

submitted  tha t sinc e g irls of the residentia l institution went missing  on 

09.03.2019, the 1st respondent had  rightly p lac ed  the petitioner 

under suspension and  the d isc ip lina ry ac tion would  be initia ted  in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, is of the 

view tha t it is the p reroga tive of the d isc ip lina ry authority to p lac e 

an emp loyee under suspension in exerc ise of its power and  Rules 

and  an emp loyee c an be p lac ed  under suspension in the pub lic  

interest and  to ensure tha t the emp loyee does not tinker and  

tamper the evidenc e and  does not infringe the witnesses.  

Admitted ly, the a llega tion levelled  aga inst the petitioner is tha t two 

g irls went missing  from the Institution and  unless and  until the same is 

enquired , the rea l fac ts will not be known.  However, there is a  right 

of appea l p rovided  under the Rules aga inst the suspension order. 

Therefore, without expressing any op inion on the merits of the 

c ase, the petitioner is d irec ted  to p refer an appea l within one week 

from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  Upon suc h appea l 

being p referred , the appella te authority sha ll c onsider the same 

and  pass appropria te orders within two weeks therea fter.  

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 27-03-2019 

Prv 
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