
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION Nos.14245 and 14256 of 2014 

 

COMMON ORDER: 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners and  

Sri B.Mayur Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the 

respondents.  

 Sinc e the issue ra ised  in these writ petitions is one and  the 

same, they a re heard  together and  being d isposed  of by this 

c ommon order. 

 For the sake of c onvenienc e, the fac ts in W.P.No.14245 of 

2014 a re d isc ussed  hereunder. 

 W.P.No.14245 of 2014 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 let ter issued 

by Respondent  No.3 vide Ref.IOC/ RDM/ DEBIT 

NOTE/ AP05U6989, dated 31.12.2013 for recovery of  an 

amount  of Rs.12,24,000 (Rupees Twelve Lakhs Twenty Four 

Thousand only) from the pet it ioner as il legal, arbit rary, null 

void and against  the principles of natural j ust ice and 

consequent ly set  aside the same and further direct  the 

respondents not  to recover the amounts of  Rs.12,24,000 

(Rupees Twelve Lakhs and Twenty Four Thousand only) from 

the pet it ioner  …...” .  

 

  Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners in both the 

writ petitions c ontends tha t the respondents have b lac klisted  the 

petitioners and  besides b lac klisting , the respondents issued  show-

c ause notic es da ted  31.12.2013 and  16.01.2014 for rec overing  

amounts from the petitioners. Further, the b lac klisting  of petitioners 

may not c ome in their way for pa rtic ipa ting  in the future tenders.  

Therefore, appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition 
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d irec ting  the respondents to c onsider the exp lana tions submitted  

by the petitioners and  a fter g iving  a  reasonab le opportunity of 

hearing , pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents 

c ontends tha t the c ases of the petitioners would  be c onsidered  for 

making  them elig ib le for pa rtic ipa ting  in the future tenders.  Further, 

the petitioners may be d irec ted  to submit exp lana tions a fresh to the 

impugned show-c ause notic es and  thereupon, the respondents 

would  c onsider the same and  appropria te orders would  be passed  

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 these writ petitions c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  the 

petitioners to submit exp lana tions a fresh, in add ition to the 

exp lana tions a lready submitted  pursuant to the impugned  show-

c ause notic es, within a  period  of four weeks from the da te of 

rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  Thereupon, the respondents sha ll 

c onsider the same and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with 

law.  Further, as c ontended  by the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel, the 

respondents a re d irec ted  to permit the petitioners for pa rtic ipa ting  

in the future tenders without referenc e to the b lac klisting  orders.  

With the above observa tions, these writ petitions a re 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: 04-03-2020 

Prv 
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