[3219]
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUEESDAY, THE THIRTY FIRST DAY OF DECEMEBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE T.MADHAVI DEVI

WRIT PETITION NOs: 8821, 9492 and 9495 OF 2020,
3898 and 3906 of 2021

W.P.No.8821 of 2020

Betwean:

M. Gopal, S/o M. Lingaiah Aged aboul 44 years, Occ. Office Secretary Rfo H.No.3-3-
1121114, Srimalli Gardens, Near Sifpratap Residency Hyderguda, Rajendranagar,
Ranga Reddy District

.PETITIONER

AND

1. The Union of India, Rep by its Director Central Hindi Directorate Ministry of
Human Resources Development West Block VIl Ramakrishnapuram, New
Delni 110066

2. Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad, Rep by its General Secrelary. Sriram Hindi
Bhavan, L.N Gupta Marg. Nampally Station Road, Hyderabad, T.5.

3. Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad, Rep by J. Prem Kumar, Srram Hindi
EBhavan, L.N Gupta Marg, Nampally Station Road, Hyderabad, T.5.

.-..RESPONDENTS

Petition undar Articla 226 of the Constilution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Courl may be
pleased to issue Writ, Order or direction more particularly one in the nature of
WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the action of the Respondents passing office
suspension order vide Letter No 9252019 daled 02-12-2018 witout following due
process and suspending the petitioner from the post of office secretary of Hindi
Prachar Sabha Hyderahad is flegal, arbitrary, in violation of Articles 14, 21 and

300-A of Constitution of India, besides in violation of principles of natural justice



and consequently sel aside the suspension Order vide Letter Mo 825/2019 dated
02-12-2019.

1A NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed In support of the petition, the High Cr:rurt'rnag.r he pleased (o
suspend lhe suspension order vide Letter No 8925/2018 dated 02-12-2019 issued
in favour of the Petitioner and direct the Bespondents o release the salary from
the month of December 2078 Hll date, pending disposal of the above writ patition.

1A NQ: 2 OF 2020

Patition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the pefition, the High Court may be pleased lo
receive copy of Qrder dgled 17-03-2020 passed in IANo. 112 of 2020 in
SOP.Np.61 of 2019 by the Hon'bla X1 Additicnal Chiaf Judgé City Civil Court,
Hyderabad as additonal material paper in W P No 8821 of 2020, in the interest of
justice.

1A NO: 3 OF 2020

Patition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased o
receive copies of 1 Ordar dated 20/03/2019 passed in 1A No 1 of 2018 in CMA Mo
748 of 2018, 2 Judgemen! dated 08/06/2020 passed in CMAS No 748 of 2018, 3
Order dated 18/12/2012 passed in WP No 15766 of 2019 {4) FIR No 124/2018
dated 04/07/2018 {5) Pulice Complaint dated 02/12/2019 (6) Constitution of Hindi
Prachar Sabha Bye Laws dated 12/02/19581 (7} GOMS No 124 dated 22/07/1970
(8) GOMS Mo 124 dated 13/10/2003, (9) Letter dated 14/07/2020 aleng with
Translation (10) Lefter dated 27/07/2020 with neat copy (11) Letter dated
10/08/2020 as additional material paper in W P No 9495 of 2020 in thg interest of

justice.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI M. A K.MUKHEED

Counsel for the Respondent No,1;: SRl GAD! PRAVEEN KUMAR,
: DY.SOL.GENERAL



Counsel for the Respondent No.2&3 : SRI JVENKAT NARSIMHA REDDY
W.P.M0. 9492 OF 2020

Between:

H. Amand kumar, 5/ ¢ Late H. Gyaneshwar Rao, Aged about 54 years, Occ.
Superntendent, Rf o H. No 3 - 1 - 54, Jamala Basti, Nimboliadda, Near AK.

Bhavan, Kachiguda Hyderabad - 27

PETITIONER

AND

1. The Union of india, Rep by its Director Central Hindi Directorate Ministry of
Human Resources Development West Block VI Ramakrshnapuram MNaw

Delhi 110066

2. Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad, Rep by ils General Secretary, Sriram Hindi
Bhavan, L.N Gupta Mam, Mampally Stalion Road, Hyderabad, T.5.

3. Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad., Rep by J. Prem Kumar, Sriram Hindi
Bhavan, L. N Gupta Marg, Nampally Station Road, Hyderabad, 1.5,

(R- 1S FORMAL PARTY) ..RESPONDENTS

Fetition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue Wnt, Order or direction more particularly ong in the nature of
WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the action of the Respondents issuing
suspension order in form of office notice vide Letter No 8852020 dated
O4/01/2020 without following due process of law not allowing the Petitioner o
discharge his duties in Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad is illegal, arbitrary, in
violation of Articles 14. 21 and 300 - A of Constitution of India, besides in vinlation
of principles of natural justice and consaquently set aside the suspension Order

vide Letler Mo 965/2020 dated 04/01,/2020.

1A NO: 3 OF 2020

Petition undar Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed In support of the petition, the High Court may be rF’[EHSEd to
receive copies of (1) Order dated 20/03/2019 passed in | A No.1 of 2018 in CMA
No, 748 of 2018 {2) Judgment dated 08/06/2020 passed in CMAS Mo, 748 of
2018, (3) Order dated 18/12/2019 passed in W.P. No. 15766 of 2019 (4) FIR No.
124/2018 dated 14/07/2018 (5) Police Complaint dated 0212/2018 ()
Constitution of Hindi Prachar Sabha (Bye Laws) dated 19/02/1961 (7) GOMS Nao,



1415 dated 22071970 {8) GOMS Mo, 124 dated 13/10/2003 (9) Letter dated
14/07/2020 along with Transiation (10) Letter dated 27/07/2020 with near copy
{11) Letter dated 10/03/2020 {12} Auditors Letter dated 22/08/2012 as additicnal
material paper in W P, No 9492 of 2020 In the interest of justice.

1A NO: 1 OF 2020

Fetition under Saction 181 CPC praying thal in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in supporl of the petition, the High Court may he pleased to
suspend the suspension order vide Latter No. 965/2020 dated 04-01-2020 issued
in favour of the Petitioner without following due process of law and direct the
Respondents to release the salary from the month of December 2018 il data,
pending disposal of the above wrt petition.

1A NOQ: 2 OF 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in supporl of the petition, the High Courl may be pleased ta
receive copy of Order dated 17-03-2020 passed in IA.No.112 of 2020 in
S0P Mo Bl of 2019 by the Honble X1 Additional Chief Judge City Civil Court,
Hyderabad as additional material paper in W.p No 9482 of 2020, in the inferes!

af justico

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI D.RAMAKRISHNA

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: SRl GAD! PRAVEEN KUMAR,
; DY SOL.GENERAL

Counsel for the Respondent No.2&3: SR JVENKAT NARSIMHA REDDY

W.P.No.9495 OF 2020

Between:

Rajender Prasad Kapoor, S/ Vesrender Prasad Kapoor Aged about 48 years, Occ
Assistant Superintandent, Rio H No.20-2-621, Hussaim Alam, Baragalli, Hyderabad -
f4 ;

..PETITIONER
AND



. The Union ot India, Rep Ly ils Direclor Central Hindi Directorate Ministry ot
Human Resources Developmant West Block VIl Ramakrishnapuram Mew

Delhi 110066

2. Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad, Rep by its General Secretary, Sriram Hindi
Bhawvan, L.N Gupta Mzrg, Nampally Stalion Road, Hyderabad, T.5,

3. Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad, Rep by J. Prem Kumar, Sriram Hindi
Bhavan, L.N Gupta Marg. Nampally Station Road, Hyderabad, T3,

{R- 15 FORMAL PARTY) ..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the aldavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue Writ, Order or direction more particularly one in the nature of WRIT OF
MAMDAMUS declaring the action of the Respondents not allowing the Peittioner to
discharge the lawfu! duties as Assistant Superintendent {Examination Department)
in Hindi Prachar Sabha Hyderabad withoul following any due process of [aw is
illegal. arbitrary, in violation ot Adicles 14, 21 &, BL‘-U-J.". of Constitution of India,
besides in violalion of principles of natural justice and consequently direct the
Respondenis to allow the Pettioner to dischame his lawlul duties (Examination
Department) in Hindi Prachar Sabha Hydarabad,

IANG: 3 OF 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praving that in the circumstances slated in
the affidavit filed in supporl of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
receive copies of (1) Order dated 2000372010 passed in 1A No. 1 of 2018 in CMA
Mo, 748 of 2018, {2) Judgement dated D8/06/2020 passed in CMAS MNo. 748 of
2018, (3) Order dated 18M2/2013 passed in WP No. 15766 of 2019 (4) FIR No
1242018 dated 04/07/2018 (5) Police Complaint dated 02/12/2019 (8) Constitution
of Hindi Prachar Sabha (Bye Laws) dated 1970211961 (7) GOMS No. 124 dated
22/D711970 (B) GOMS No. 124 dated 13/10/2003, (9) Letter dated 14/07/2020
along with Translation (10) Letler dated 27/07/2020 with neat copy (11) Letter
dated 10/08/2020 as additional material paper in W. P. No. 9485 of ?GEG in the

interast of justice.

IANO: 1 OF 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct




the Respondents (o allow the Peliiongr 10 discharge his lawful duties (Examination
Department) in Hindl Prachar Sabha Hyderabad and pav all the arrears o the
Petttioner from tha month of December 2014 till date, pending disposat of the
above wril petition

1A NO: 2 OF 2020

Petilion under Seclivn 151 CPC praying that in the circumsiances slated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased pleased
to receive copy of Order dated 17-03-2020 passed in 1A.No. 112 of 2020 in
SOP.No.61 of 2019 by the Honble X! Additionsl Chief Judge City Civil Cour,
Hyderabad as additional material paper in W.P.No, 8495 of 2020, in the interest of

justice:.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SR1 POODATTU AMARENDER

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: SRI GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR,
DY.SOL GENERAL

Counsel for the Respondent No.2&3: SRI J.VENKAT NARSIMHA REDDY
W.P.No.3898 OF 2021
Betweaen:

H. Anmand Kummar. S/o H Gyanehshwar Rao (Lata), ed about 55 years, Wia
Supearintencent, Hindi Prachar Sabha, Hyderabad, Rfo 3-1-54, Jamal basthi, Nimboli
Adda, Kachiguda, Hyderabad

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Hindi Prachar Sabha, Hyderabad, rep., by its Pradhan Mantri/! General
secrelary, S Ram Hindi Bhavan, LN Gupta Marg, Nampally station road,
Hyderabad.

2. Tha Union of India, rep., by its Director, Central Hindi Directorate, Ministry of
Human Resource Development, West Block V1, Ramakrishnapuram, New
Dethi - 110066,

...RESBEONDENTS

Petition under Afticle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therswith, the High Court may be plaased
to issup an appropriate writ, orgdar or direction more particularly one in the nature of

Writ of Certiorari to call for the records relating (o the Impugned Le.No, 109172021



dt. 11/01/2021, issued by the 1st Respondent In terminating the services of the
Pctitioner, without issuing any notice. opportunity and without conducting any
enquiry and set aside the same by declaring them as illegal. arbitrary,
discriminatory and violative of Aricles 14, 16 and 21 of the Constitution of India
and consequently, direct the Respondents to Re-instate the Pelitioner, into the duty

farthwith, with all Service and Monetary banefiis.

IANG: 1 OF 2021

Petiticn under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the allidavil filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be plaased to direct
the Respondents, to Re-instate the Petitioner into the duty, forthwith, by
Suspending the operation of Impugned Orders issued by the 15t Respondent vide
LrNo. 1097/2021 dt. 11/01/2021.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRl D.RAMAKRISHNA
Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : J VENKATRAM NARSIMHA REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent No.2 : SRI GADI FRAVEEN KUMAR,
DY.SOL.GENERAL

W.P.No.3906 OF 2021

Between:

M. Gopal. S/o M. Lingaiah. Aged about 44 vears, W/a Office Secretary, Hindi
Prachar Sabha, Hyderabad, Rio 3-3-1121174, Sramalll Gardens, Rajendra nagar,
RR District

PETITIONER

AND

1. The Hindi Prachar Sabha, Hyderabad, rep., by its Pradhan Mantri/ General
Secrelary, Sn Ram Hind E-hauan LM Gupta Marg, Namnally station road.
Hyderabad.

2. Thea Union of India, rep., by its Director, Central Hindi Directorate, MII"HL—-U’].I' of
Human Resource Develupment West Block Wi, R,amaknshnapuram M e
Delhi -1100686.

..RESPONDENTS

Fetition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to Issue an appropriate writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of



Writ of Certiorar 1o call for the records relating to the Impugned Lr.No.1086/2021
di. 09.01.20217, issued by the 151 Respondent in terminating the services of the
Petitioner, withoul 1ssuing any nolice, opportunity and without conducting any
enquiry and sct aside the same by .dcclaring them as iliegal, arbitrary,
diseriminatory and violative of Aricles 14, 18 and 21 of the Cn::-nstitutjunl at India
and conseguently, direct the Respondents fo Re-instate the Pefitioner, intu:i the duty
forthiwith, with all Service and Monetary benefits,

1A NO: 2 OF 2021

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
tha affidavit filed in suppon of the petition, the High Court may be pleased fo Re-
instate the Petitioner into the duty, forthwith, by suspending the operation of
Impugned QOrders issued by the 1st Respondent wvide Lr.No 1086/2021 dt.
09.01:2021.

A NO: 1 OF 2021

Pefifion under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to permit
the petitioner 1o file copy of the Impugned Order issuad by the 15t Respondent vide
Lr.Mo 1096/20217 dt. 09.01.2021, by dispensing with the copy of the Criginal Order.
Counsel for the Petitioner : Mr. DRAMAKRISHNA,

Counsel for the Petitioner : Mr. POODATTU AMARENDER
Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : J VENKATRAM NARSIMHA REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent No.2 : SRI GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR,
DY.SOL.GENERAL

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER



THE HONOURABLLE SMT. JUSTICE T. MADHAVI DEVI

WRIT PETTTTON Nos. 8821, 9492 and 9495 of 2020, 3898 and 3%06
of 2021

COMMON ORDER:

Simce cominon ssue 15 invoelved in all these writ petitions, they
were taken up and heard together and are being disposed of by this

commaon and consolidated order.

2.  The petitioner in W.P.No.BE21 of 2020 iz sccking a wril of
mandamus  declaring the action ol the respondents in passing he
suspension order vide letter No$252019 dated 02122019 without
following due process as illegal, arbitrary and unconstitutional and m
violation of principles of natmral justice and consequently to set aside the
suspension order and to pass such other order or orders. Therealler, the
petitioner filed W.I' No 3906 of 202] secking a Wit of Certioran Lo call
for the records relating to the impugned Lr. Mo l096/202]1, dated
09.01,2021 issued by respondent MNo.l terminating the services of the
bV petitioner  withoul issuing any notice and  without affording any

!
opportunily and without conducting any enguiry as illegal, ar!aittm'_g-',

/
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discriminatory and unconstitutional and consequently to dircct the

respondents w reinstate he petitioner mito the duty forthwith with all

service and monetary benelils and 1o pass such other order or orders.

1. Mhe petitioner i1 W.P.No.9492 of 2020 is seeking a Writ of
Mandamus declaring the action of the respondents i1ssuing sospension
order vide letter No 965 of 2020 dated 04.04 2020 without following due
process ol law as illegal, arbitrary, unconstilutional and n violation of
prinviples of natural justice and consequently to set aside the same and 1o
pass such other order or orders. Thereafter, the petitioner filed
WP N0 3898 of 2021 seeking a Wit of Certiorar to call for the records
refating 10 the impugned Lr, No 109772021, dated 11.01.2021 1ssued by
respondent Mol ierminating the services of the petitioner withoul issuing
any notice and affording any opportunity and without conducting any
enguiry as illegal, arbitrary, diseominatory and unconstitutional and
consequently 1o direct the respondents to reinstate the petitioner inlo the
duty forthwith with all service and monetary benefits and to pass such

ather arder or arders. f
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4. W.PNo.9495 of 2020 iz filed secking a Writ of Mandamus

declaring the action of the respondents in not allowing the pctitir{ncr
herein to discharge his lawlul duties as Assistant Superiniendent
(Examination Department) in Hindi Prachar Sabha, Hyderabad, without
following any due process of law as illegal, arbitrary, unconstinitional
and in violation of principles of natural justice and consequently to
direct the respondents to allow the petitioner to discharge his lawful
duties as Assistani Superintendent {Examination Department) i Hindi

Prachar Sabha, Hvderabad and to pass such other order or orders,

5. Rrief facts leading to the filing of W.P.Nos.9492 of 2020 and 3898
of 2021 are that the petitioner was initially appointed as a lemporary
Clerk wide Lr.No.331/1984 dated 07.08.1984 in Hindi Prachar Sabha,
Hvderabad and subsequently, in the vear 1988, the petitioner has been
appointed permanently vide LeNo. 31189, dated 15.09.1989, Thereatter,
the petitioner was promoted to the post of Registrar of Lxarminations on
28062019 and later to the post of Office Superintendent. On
0:4.01.2021, the petitioner’s services were suspended on the ground that
there were allegations of financial irregularities against him and that the

loss had oceurred to the Sabha. Aggrieved by the same, the pelitioner

L
% g
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filed W.P.No. 2492 of 2020 and the same is pending consideration belore
this Court. Therealier, the respondent Noll issued letter dated
11.01. 2021 terminating the services of the petitioner. Challenging the
said termination order, dated 11.01 2021 without conducting any enquiry

and without giving any opportunity to the petitioner, W.P.No.3898 of

2021 has been filed.

6.  DBrel facts leading o the fling of W.P.Nes.8821 of 2020 and
3006 of 2021 are that the petitioner herein was initially appointed as a
ternporary Attender vige [ No.9/1995 dated 25041995 m Hindi Prachar
Sabha. lvderabad and subsequently, in the year 1989, the petitioner has
been appointed permanently wide LrNo.29472000, dated 9.11.2000,
Thereafter. the petitioner was promoted o the post of Clegk-IT on
03.11.2007, 1o thé post of Clerk Grade-I on 01.04.2012, 1w the post of
Office Superintendent on 22.12.2016 and later to the post of Office
Secretary on 13062018, On 02.12.2019, the petitioner’s services were
suspended on the ground that the petitioner acted contrary to the interest
of the society by filing court cases without any permission from the
Sanchalan Samithi.  Apprieved by the same, the petitinna}' filed

WP No.BE2] of 2020 and the same 13 pending consideration before this

e /
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5
Court, Meanwhile, the respondent Mo, ! issued a letter dated 09.01.202]
terminating the services of the petitioner.  Challenging the said
termination order, dated 09.01.202]1 withoul conducting any enguiry and
without giving any opportunity to the petitioner, W.P.No. 3906 of 2021

has been filed.

7.  Brief facts leading to the filing of W.P.No.9495 of 2020 are that
the petitioner herein was initially appointed as a temporary Clerk vide
LrNo.223/98 dated 10.12.1998 in Hindi Prachar Sabha, Hyderabad and
thereafter appointed as 1T Grade Clerk vide Lr.No 3402001 dated
03.01.2001. Subsequently, in the vear 2004, the petitioner has been
appointed as permanent 11 Grade Clerk vide [rNo. 7472004, dated
20.05.2004, Thereafter, the petitioner was promoted to the post ol Clerk
Grade-1 on 24.04,2013 and also to the post of Assistant Superintendent
on 153.06.2018. On 25.09.2019, the petitioner was removed [rom service
without issuing any notice and withowt conducling any enguiry.
Aporieved by the same, the petitioner liled W.P.No.6Y1E of 2014 before
this Court and the same 15 pending consideration, Later on 15,04.2019,

) L L] L Ll
the respondents reinstated the petitioner into service, but the respondents

‘1_1 | /'
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are nol allowing the petitioner o discharge his duties and were also not

paying salary without following due process of law. Challenging the said

action of the respondents. W.P. No:9495 of 2020 is filed.

R. Iearned counsel for the petitioners submitted that in similar
circumstances n W, PN 15799 of 2019 dated 18.12.2019, this Court
had set aside the punishment order with liberty to the respondents (o
conclude the disciplinary procecdings imitiated against the petitioner
therein  after conducting  necessyry  enguiry and  after giving  an
opporlunity of hearing. In support of his contentions, the learned counseal
for the petitioners has also placed rehance upon the following other
Judgmenis:

. Md Ghowse v, Correspondent, Doksfing  Bharat  Hindi
Pracharasabha’

2. M. David Sam Rey v. The Hyderabad Public School Society &
Others

3. LA Chandran v. Dakshing Bharatha Hindi Prachar Sabha .

9. The respondents-Hindi Prachar Sabha, have filed a counter

affidavit denving the allegations of the petitioners and stated that these

1: Z002 Supp? ALD 153
ﬁn; 1 ALDY 360 /
i

90 0 AIR {Ker) 158



TMD,]
s
7

wril pelitions are not maintainable as the respondent 1% not the “stale’
within the meaning of Article 12 of the Constinztion of India. T.earmed
counsel tor the respondents-Hindi Prachar Sabha, further submitted that
the Ulnion of India is not at all a necessary party, as it is in nu way
connected to the society. It is further submitted that the respondents-
Hindi Prachar Sabha, have strictly adhered to the procedure of enguiry
and also the principles of natural justice and that it has issued notices 1o
the petitioners afier suspension, but the petitioners did not participate in
the enguiry and therelore, on the basis of the report of the Enquiry
Officer holding the charges as proved, the services of the petitioners have
been termunated. It is turther submitted that there are tvo erimes pending,
againsl the petitioners in W.P.Nos. 9492 of 2020, 3898 of 2021, §821 of
2020 and 3906 of 2021 on the file of CCS, Abids Police Station. One of
the crimes is Crime No. 124 of 2018 for misappropriation of funds and
forgery. Learned counsel for the regpondents-Hindi Prachar Sabha relied
upon the judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of 8¢ Mary’s

Education Society and another v. Rajendra Prasad Bhargava and

others’, in support of his contentions. " /

* [2023) 4 SCC 498

\
LY
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10. The petitioner in W.P.Nos.9492 of 2020 and 3898 of 202] has
filed a reply affidavit in W.P.No 3898 of 2021, countering the avenn;anr_ﬂ
mude in the counter affidavit and submitted that this Court, in a2 number
of cases, has enterlained the wril petition against the respondents herein
and therelore, these Wl Petiions arc also maintainable as the
respondents-Hindl Prachar Sabha is receiving prants [rom the Central
Government, [0 s further submitted that the respondents-Hindi Prachar
Sabha received recognition from the State and Central Government for
conducting Hindi examinations, It is further submitted that alleged
notices for enguiry were never issued to the petitioner and no enguiry
was conducted and therefore, the contentions ol the respondents-Hindi
Prachar Sabha, that it has followed the principles of natural justice is not
correct,  As regands the criminal cases apainst the petitioner, it is
submitted that there 15 no such case registered apaimst the petitioner on
the file of C°CH, Ahids Police Station. ‘Thus, he prayed for setting aside

ol the impugned order.

11‘!\ The petiticner in W.P.\Nos.8821 of 2020 and 3906 of 2021 has

filed & reply alfidavit stating that the petitioner has also been suspended

/
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from service solely on the ground that the petitioner and others have
participated in the election process and have filed suits before Civil

Court, only in order to take revenge against the petitioner.

12. The Union of India-respondent No.2 filed instructions dated
01.10.2024 wherein it s stated that the Dakshina Bharat LLindi Prachar
Sabha is a society functioning as a provincial branch, which is commeonly
referred to as the Central Sabha and further that the High Court ol Kerala
and High Court of Karnataka have held that the Prantheeya Sabha’s in
Kerala and Kamataka states discharge a public function relating to
Article 351 of the Constitution ol India and hence are amenable 1o the

Writ junsdiction.

13.  Having repard to the rival contentions and the malerial on record,
this Court finds that in the past, writ petitions have been filed against the
respondents-Hindi Prachar Sabha and they have been cnlertained by this
Courl. Further, from the instructions received from the Union of India,
the High Court of Kerala and the High Court of Karnataka have already
held that the writ petitions against the Prantheeva Sabhus are amenable.

- u - 1] - - - ’ L]
In view of the same, this Court is also inclined to enterlain these writ

—_—
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petitions and objections of the respondents-Hindi Prachar Sabha, aboul

the maintainability ol these Writ Petitions are thus rejected.

14, As repards the merils of W.P.Nos.9492 of 2020 and 3898 of 2021,
thuz Court finds that in their counter afhdavits, the respondents-Hindi
Prachar Sabha claim o have issued notices to the petitioners for
attending before the enguiry, but the writ petitioner has not appeared
hefore the Enguiry Officer, However, the copies of the same are not
enclosed along with the counter affidavit. The petitioner has specilically
demied the service of notice on the petitioner.  Further, exceptl for
references Lo the suspension order dated (4.00,2020, the explanation of
the petitioner dated  13.01.2020, and the sub-commitlee letler dated
19.02.2020 and the enguiry report of the Sub-Committee, thens is no
mention of any other document in the ermination order, Therefore, it is
in clear violation of the principles of natural justice and is liable to be set
aside. The suspenzion order dated (4.01.2020 and the termination order
dated 11.01.2021 issued by respondent No.l are accordingly set aside.
The respondents are directed to reinstate the petitioner into service with
¥

immediate effect and thereafter, pruceed in accordance with law_5f they

chanse 10 conduct enguiry and pass appropriate orders after giving
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reasonahle opportunity of hearing to the petitioner. Th_t: treatment ol the
period between the termination order and the order of ;'ninﬂtatcmunl shiall
be considered by the respondents after a decision is taken with regard to
the services of the petitioner in view ol the disciplinary proceedings

initiated against him. In the result, the W P No3.9492 of 2020 and 38U8

of 2021 are allowed.

15. Since the facts and circumstances in W.P.Nos 5821 of 2020 and
3906 of 2021 are also similar, this Court deems it fit and proper 1o sel
aside the suspension order dated 02.12.2019 and the termination order
dated 09.01.2021 issued by respondent No.l and to direct the respondents
to reinstate the petitioner into service immediatcly with liberty to proceed
apainst the petitioner by conducting the departmental enquiry in
accordance with law i.e., after giving sufficient opportunity of hearing o
the petitioner. Accordingly, the W.P.Nos. 8821 of 2020 and 3900 ot 2021
are allowed by serting aside the suspension order dated 02.12.2019 and

the termination vrder dated 09.01.2021.

16. As regards W.P.No.9495 ol 2020, this Court deems it fit and

proper to direct the respondents to allow the petitioner to discharge his
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lawful duties (Lxamination Department) in Hindi Prachar Sabha,

Hyderabad. Accordingly, the W.P.No.9445 of 2020 15 allowed.

17. In both of these petitions also, the treatment to be given to the
pericd between suspensiondiermination and the reinstatement shall be
decided by the respondents in accordance with law, after a decision is
taken in the disciplinary proceedings initiated and are peénding against

them.

18. With the sbove dircctions, all the Writ Petitions are allowed.

There shall be no order as 1o costs,

Pending miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall also stand dismissed,
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