HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD
FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AND THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

THURSDAY , THE FIRST DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND FIFTEEN

‘PRESENT:
THE HON'BLE SRIJUSTICE NOOTY RAMAMOHANA RAO
AND
THE HON'BLE MRS JUSTICE ANIS

WP .NO:23435 of 2015

Between:

1 The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Agriculture & Cooperation (VIG.1Il) Dept., Secretariat,
Hyderabad.

2 The Commissioner for Cooperation & Registrar of
Cooperative Societies, A.P.,/Now Telangana, Gruhakalpa
Nampally Road, Hyderabad.

..... Petitioners
AND

1 J.Aseervadam, S/o. J. Joseph, Retd. Joint Registrar of
Cooperative Societies, R/o. Plot No.1, Gordhanpuri Gardens,
Yapral, Secunderabad.

2 The Hon'ble Andhra Pradesh Administrative Tribunal,
Represented by Registrar, Purani Haveli, Hyderabad.

..... Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
praying that in the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed herein,the
High Court may be pleased Issue a Writ order or direction more
particularly one in the nature of "Writ of Certiorari" and to call for
records related to order of Hon'ble Andhra Pradesh Administrative
Tribunal, Hyderabad dated:31.07.2013 in OA.N0.6869/2007 and
quash or set aside the same.
The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the
Petition and the affidavit filed in support thereof made herein and
upon hearing the arguments of GP FOR SERVICES | (AP) Advocate
for the Petitioners SRI B. SUDHAKAR REDDY for the Respondent
No.1 and the Court made the following.

ORDER

Sri B. Sudhakar Reddy, learned counsel for the 1st respondent —
employee would suggest that instead of admitting the case, the
matter may be heard at this stage itself in as much as he is a retired
employee and the relief granted by the Tribunal relates to terminal
benefits. We could see the merit behind the suggestion made by Sri

B . Sudhakar Reddy, learned counsel for the 1st respondent —
employee. But, however, the learned Government Pleader would
urge that the Tribunal, in the meantime, is proceeding in a hurry with
the Contempt Case initiated by the employee. Therefore, we stay the



proceedings of the Contempt Case initiated by the 15! respondent
until further orders are passed in writ petition.
Post the writ petition for further consideration for admission on
06.10.2015.
SD/-N. PURUSHOTHAM REDDY
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
/ITRUE COPY//
For ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
To
1 J. Aseervadam, S/o. J. Joseph, Retd. Joint Registrar of
Cooperative Societies, R/o. Plot No.1, Gordhanpuri Gardens,
Yapral, Secunderabad.
2 The Hon'ble Andhra Pradesh Administrative
Tribunal, Represented by Registrar, Purani Haveli,
Hyderabad.
Addresses 1 & 2 by RPAD
3 Two CC’s to G.P for Services - I, High Court at Hyderabad
(OUT)
4 Two Spare Copies.
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