HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY ,THE NINETEENTH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

AN
THE HONOURAELE SRI JUSTICE N.V.SHRAVAN KUMAR

WEIT PETITION NO: 22371 OF 2004

Between:

AND

e b

en

Government of Andhra Pradesh, Rep by its Pronopal Secretary o
Government, Revaenue Departmant, A.P. Secretariat, Hydarabad,
..PETITIONER

M. Venkateshwara Rao (died per L.Es.)

amt. Madiraju Swarna Latha W/o. Late Venkateshwara Rao, aged 66 years,
Do Househald

Somaraju Sailaja Kumari, /o. Late Venkateshwara Rao, aged 42 years, Occ:

Household
Masdali Shashikala /o. Late Venkateshwara Rao, aged 43 years, Oco:

Household _ :
Kondapalli Laxmikalyani, Dio. Late Venkateshwara Rao, aged 45 years,

All are Rio. H.No. 17-1-9271, Kolhapeta Colony Bhadrachalam village and
bMandal, Bhadradn Kothagudem District.
..RESPONDENT

Fetition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayving that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Eﬂurt_rnay be
pleased to ssue a Writ, Order or Direction maore particularly one in the nature of
Writ of " Certioran” and calling for the records relating 1o the orders of the
Hon'ble A.P. Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabad passed in O.A . No. 3194/2004 dt.
26-5-2004 and guash the same.

LA, NO: 1 OF 2004{WPMP. NO: 29368 OF 2004}

Fetition under Section 151 CPC praying thal In the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed In support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased

suspend the operation of the orders of AP, Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabad

passod in O.A N0 3194/2004 dl. 26-5-2004 pending disposal of the above Writ

Patition



LA. NO: 1 OF 2005(WVMP, NO: 437 OF 2005)

Between:
M. Venkateshwara Rao, S/o. Late Ramchander Rao, aged about 54 yrs.m
Ozt Dy, MR O, Velerupadu, Khammam District,
.PETITIONER/RESPONDENT

AND
Govemnmment of Andhra Pradesh, Rep. by its Prncipal Secrelary o
Government, Revenue Dopartment, AP, ée:retmiat, Hyderabad.
..RESPONDENT/PETITIONER

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated
in tha affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
vacate the intenm  orders passed in WPMP  No 29368/2004 in WP
MNo.22371/2004 dt. 24.1.2005
Counsel for the Petitioner: GP FOR SERVICES |l

Counsel for the Respondents: SRl K AMARENDER RAJU

The Court made the following:




THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI
AND
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE N.V. SHRAVAN KUMAR

Writ Petition No.22371 of 2004

ORDER : Per Hon'ble Jdustice Abhinand Kumar Shaoili)

This writ petition s filed seeking "Writ of Certiorati’
by calling for the records relating to the orders of the Andhra
Pradesh  Administratlve  Tribunal, Hyderabad passed in
OA No.3194 0OF 2004, dated 26.5.2004 by setting aside the sald

oprdar and quash the same.

2. Heard, Ilearned Government Pleader for Service-1I1 for
petitionar and 5Sri K.Amarender Raju, |learncd counsel for the

respondent,

3. Learned Government Pleader for petitionsr contended that
respondent was working as Deputy Mandal Revenue Officer and
the State Government has issued a punishment of stoppage of
two increments with cumulative effect, vide G.0. BT No.2071
29.10.2003 and the same was challengad by the respondent by
filing OA MNo0.3194 of 2004 before the Andhra Pradesh
Administrative Tribunal (for short *the Tribunal), and the Tribunal

withaut apﬂrcciating any of the contentions raised by the



pefitioner has disposed of the OA No.3194 of 2004, dated
26.05.2004 by setting aside the order of punishment on the
ground that the State Government has not consulted with the
Disciplinary Authority, as per Rules 24 of APCS (CC8A) Rules and

came to canclusion that there are procedural irregularities .

o Learmed  Governmeant  Pleader for  petitioner further
contended that in all fairmess, the matter ought to have been
remanded back to the Government for fresh considerabion, but
the Tribunal has set aside the punishment, therefore appropriate
crders be passed in this writ petition by satting aside the order

passed by the Tribunal in OA No, 3194 of 2004 dated 26.05,.2004,

5. The lzarned counsel for the respondent contended that the
Tribunal has rightly set aside the orders of punishment, however
gave liberty to the petitioner o conduct fresh anguiry. But instead
of conducting fresh enquiry, the petitioner has filed the present
writ patition. The counsel for the respondent has further informed
the Court that the respondent has retired from service and also
expired, and at this point, no purpose would be served, if order
passed by the Tribunal is set aside. Therefore there are no merits

in the wril petition and the same is liable to be dismissed.




. This Court having made the rival submission made by the
parties is of considered view that the Tribunal has sst aside the
arders of punishment and gave liberty to the petitioner to conduct
fresh enguiry and it was always open to the petitioner to canduct
the enquiry by following due process of law. MNow that the
petitiocnar has retired from service and also expirad, at this point
of time, setting aside the arders of the Tribunal would causes
irreparable loss to the respondent. Accordingly, this Court is not
inclined to interfere with order passed by the Tribunal, Tt is
necdless to say that the petitioner shall settle the pensionary
benefits of the respondent, If not already settled in favour of the

legal representative of the deceased respondent.

T Accardingly, Writ petition is dismissed. Miscellaneaus
applications pending if any in this Writ Patition, shall stand closed.

Mo Costs., = o -

————— SDI-T.SRINIVAS
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HIGH COURT

DATED:19/07/2022

ORDER
WP.No.22371 of 2004

Dismissing the WP
without costs.




