
 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.3687 of 2020 

ORDER: 

 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 inact ion of  

the 2nd respondent  in act ing upon the representat ions of the 

pet it ioners dt .19.7.2019, 15/ 9/ 2019, 17/ 10/ 2019, 27/ 1/ 2020 

and 3/ 1/ 2019 respect ively as being il legal, arbit rary and 

unconst itut ional and consequent ly direct  the 2nd respondent  to 

forthwith act  upon the said representat ions…...” .  

 

  Heard  Mr.M.Karuna  Sagar, the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  

for the petitioners and  Sri K.L.N.Raghavendra  Reddy, lea rned  

Stand ing Counsel  for Centra l Government appearing for the 

respondents.   

It has been c ontended  by the petitioners tha t they a re the 

members of the 3rd  respondent Co-opera tive Bank and  the 

elec tions a re sc heduled  to be held  during  April, 2020.  In view of 

past experienc e, they apprehend  tha t elec tions would  not be 

c onduc ted  fa irly.  Therefore, the petitioners have submitted  a  

rep resenta tion on 27.01.2020 to c onduc t elec tions in a  fa ir manner 

and  in ac c ordanc e with law.  But, so fa r, the respondents have not 

d isposed  of the sa id  rep resenta tion. 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners submits tha t 

appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 

respondents to c onsider the representa tion submitted  by the 

petitioner and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law and  
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further d irec t the 3rd  respondent to c onduc t elec tions in a  fa ir 

manner and  in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel for Centra l Government 

appearing  on beha lf of the respondents c ontended  tha t the 

elec tions a re yet to be notified  and  the elec tions a re to be held  in 

the month of April, 2020.  The 3rd  respondent will c onduc t the 

elec tions in ac c ordanc e with law.  The apprehension of the 

petitioners tha t the elec tions would  not be c onduc ted  in 

ac c ordanc e with law is p remature. If the elec tions a re not 

c onduc ted  in a  fa ir manner, it is a lways open for the petitioners to 

c ha llenge the same in ac c ordanc e with law.  But, on mere 

apprehension, the petitioners c annot approac h this Court sta ting  

tha t the elec tions would  not be c onduc ted  in ac c ordanc e with 

law. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  

view tha t on mere apprehension of the petitioners, the writ petition 

c annot be enterta ined .  If the petitioners submitted  a  

rep resenta tion to the 2nd  respondent, it is a lways open for them to 

pursue their remed ies before the 2nd  respondent.  But, the writ 

petition under Artic le 226 is not ma inta inab le, tha t too on a  mere 

apprehension tha t the elec tions would  not be c onduc ted  fa irly in 

the future.  Further, in antic ipa tion of an illega lity, no writ would  lie 

and  only when injustic e has been done, the aggrieved  persons c an 

approac h this Court c ha lleng ing suc h illega l ac tions. Therefore, 

there c annot be a  Mandamus in antic ipa tion of future misdeeds. 

Henc e, the writ petition is liab le to be d ismissed . 
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Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  No order as to 

c osts. 

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

 

 
 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 20-02-2020 

Prv 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


