HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

W.P.N0.8334 of 2026
PROCEEDING SHEET

1. The present Writ Petition is filed questioning
the e-mail letter dated 24.03.2026 issued by
Respondent No.4 directing the Petitioner to stop
printing  work and the Proceedings in
Lr.Rc.N0.327/TA/Print/2026,  dated  26.03.2026
issued by Respondent No.3 terminating and
cancelling the work order bearing
Lr.No.327/TA/Publications/2026, dated 17.03.2026
granted to the Petitioner and to declare the same

illegal and arbitrary.

2. The brief facts are as follows:

The Petitioner is engaged in the business of
publication of books and is associated with
Government Works for a long time. A Work Order
was issued to the Petitioner pursuant to a tender
process by Respondent No. 2 vide
Lr.N0.327/TA/Publications/2026, dated17.03.2026 for

printing the following books:

. Inter Chemistry-II: 60,000 copies.

. Inter Physics-II: 60,000 copies.

. Inter Biology-Il : 40,000 copies.

. Inter Mathematics-I11: 60,000 copies.

. Inter Telugu-II: 40,000 copies

. Inter Sanskrit-11: 60,000 copies.

. Inter English-1I: 1,30,000 copies.

. B.Ed Art Education: 3,000 copies.
Total: 4,53,000 copies.
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3. While so, a show-cause notice was issued to
the Petitioner on 23.03.2026 on the basis of an
allegation that PDF material of the above subject
books was being circulated through WhatsApp
groups of faculty and students, which would result in

loss to Respondent No.2.

4. Immediately, the Petitioner had given a police
complaint requesting the identification of the source
of lead of the publication material given to the
Petitioner. An e-mail was also received by the
Petitioner from the Respondent Authorities on
24.03.2026, directing an immediate stoppage of
printing of books pending further orders. The
Petitioner had submitted a reply to the show-cause
notice as well as the e-mail stating that the Petitioner
is innocent of the alleged leak of the publication
material in WhatsApp groups and that the Petitioner
had executed several such works for Respondent

No. 2 without there being any cause for complaint.

5. In spite of the same, the impugned order was
issued on 26.03.2026, cancelling the Work Order
dated 17.03.2026 in favour of the Petitioner with
immediate effect. Further, a criminal case was
registered vide FIR No0.26/2026 before the Cyber
Crime P.S., Vijayawada, under Section 316 (2) of the
Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023, read with other
relevant penal provisions. Questioning the same, the
present Writ Petition is filed.

6. Sri Prabhala Raja Sekhar, learned counsel
appearing for the Petitioner would submit that solely

based on a suspicion of leakage, the Respondent-




authorities cancelled the Work Order through Letter
dated 26.03.2026 and the Petitioner to establish his
bona fides, lodged a criminal case on the date of
receipt of the show-cause notice and as the issue is
under investigation, the cancellation of the Work
Order in favour of the Petitioner would amount to
prejudging the matter and that the Petitioner is
declared guilty of the offences and reducing the

police investigation into a mere formality.

7. The learned counsel further submits that the
allegation made against the Petitioner by the
Respondent-authorities is an issue mainly with the
reputation of the Petitioner which is built over a
period of time, and that the Petitioner is willing to
carry out the work order in terms thereof and 50% of
the contractual amount can be paid subject to the

outcome of the criminal investigation.

8. Learned Government Pleader for Higher
Education appearing for the Respondents would
submit that the Respondents need not wait for the
outcome of the police investigation, as there is a
strong belief of the Respondent-authorities that the
source of the leak of the publication material was
only through the Petitioner alone, as the material was
shared with the Petitioner. It is further contended that
it would not be fair to continue the work order in
favour of the Petitioner being the person who has
caused likely loss to Respondent No. 2.

9. Heard the respective counsel.




10. The impugned order cancelling the Work
Order dated 17.03.2026 is based on suspicion that
the leak of publication material was at the instance of
the Petitioner and there is no evidence for the
Respondent-authorities to substantiate the impugned
order. The suspicion howsoever strong it cannot be

termed to be even prima facie proof.

11. Secondly, as Respondent No.2 is unsure of
the source of the leak of the publication material,
a criminal complaint vide FIR.N0.26/2026 was given
before the Cyber Crime P.S., Vijayawada, and the
issue is still under investigation. At this stage, to
penalize the Petitioner on suspicion appears to be
unfair considering their long standing reputation in

the market.

12. Considering the affidavit filed by the Petitioner
seeking to claim 50% of the contractual amount
subject to the investigation, this Court is of the
opinion that the prima facie case and bona fides are
established by the Petitioner, and therefore, the

following interim order is given:

i) The impugned Proceedings dated
26.03.2026 issued by Respondent No.3 is

suspended pending further orders.

i) The Petitioner shall proceed with the
publication work as per the Work Order dated
17.03.2026.




12.

eha.

iii) The Petitioner shall claim 50% of the
contractual amount subject to the investigation
in FIR No0.26/2026, before the Cyber Crime
P.S., Vijayawada, dated 25.03.2026.

Post this case on 07.05.2026.
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