
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE S.V.BHATT 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .4 2 4 2 9  o f  2 0 1 6   

 

ORDER:  

 

 

 Heard Mr. O. Manoher Reddy for pet it ioner and  

Mr. G. Vidyasagar, learned senior counsel, for respondents.  

With the consent  of learned counsel appearing for part ies, the writ  

pet it ion is disposed of. 

 

2. Pet it ioner challenges Let ter No.CE/ KTPS(O&M)/ DE/ Adm /  

D.No.20/ 2016 dated 01.12.2016, which reads thus:  

Fr om      To  

Th e Ch ief  En g in eer / ( O& M)  &   M/ s. Sai  Bala j i  Com m u n icat ion s 

Ch ai r m an / Cab le TV Com m i t t ee, H.No .1 4 - 1 - 6 6 , SBH Road , 

KTPS O& M, Palon ch a- 5 0 7 1 1 5 , New  Palon ch a- 5 0 7 1 1 5 , 

Bh ad r ad r i  Ko t h ag u d em  Dist .  Bh ad r ad r i  Ko t h ag u d em  Dist .  
 
Let t er  No .CE/ KTPS( O& M) / DE/ Ad m / D.No .2 0 / 2 0 1 6  d t . 0 1 .1 2 .2 0 1 6  

 

Sir, 

 

Sub: -  KTPS (O&M) -  Providing & Operat ion of Cable TV Network & 

I nternet  in KTPS Colony-Acceptance of your quotat ion – 

Cancellat ion orders issued – Regarding. 

 

Ref: -  1)  TenderNot ice.No.DE/ ADM/ D.No.06/ 2016. Dt .27.08.2016 

        2)  Your offer ref;  Nil dated 23.09.2016. 

        3)  Lr.No.CE/ KTPS (O&M)/ DE/ ADM/ D.No.16/ 2016, Dt .29.10.16. 

 

*  *  *   

The let ter of acceptance issued in favour of you by this office vide 

reference 3 rd cited above regarding the subject  work is here by cancelled 

on adm inist rat ive reasons with im m ediate effect . 

 

Sd / -  

Ch ief  En g in eer / ( O& M)  

&  

Ch ai r m an / Cab le TV 

Com m i t t ee 

KTPS/ O& M/ Palon ch a 

 

 

3. The grievance of pet it ioner is that  the pet it ioner has fully  

com plied with all the condit ions im posed through let ter dated 

29.10.2106 and the draft  agreem ent  was also circulated on two 

difference occasions and without  enter ing into the agreem ent  
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forwarded by pet it ioner for uninform ed reasons, the com m unicat ion 

im pugned in the writ  pet it ion has been m ade and send to pet it ioner. 

The challenge is pr incipally on the ground of arbit rar iness even 

assum ing the respondents have jur isdict ion in exercising the power to 

recall the award of work through let ter dated 29.10.2016.  

 

4. Mr. G. Vidyasagar, on inst ruct ions and also on the exhibits filed 

by pet it ioner, first ly, t r ied to convince this Court  that  as there is 

inadequate perform ance of reciprocal obligat ion by pet it ioner, the 

respondents were com pelled to issue the let ter im pugned in the writ  

pet it ion. He fair ly adm its that  a few of the aspects which have gone 

into the decision m aking process of respondents for com m unicat ing 

the let ter im pugned in the writ  pet it ion ought  to have been stated in 

the let ter dated 01.12.2016. He fair ly subm its that  the com m unicat ion 

im pugned in the writ  pet it ion can be t reated as show cause not ice 

proposing to recall the com m unicat ion dated 29.10.2016. Pet it ioner 

m ay be given liberty to explain all the steps and the infrast ructure put  

in place by pet it ioner;  the respondents will consider and take decision 

as warranted in the fact  situat ion of the case.  

 

5. The dispute, part icular ly, is one in the nature of providing and 

operat ing Cable TV Network and I nternet  in KTPS Colony, 

Kothagudem .  

 

6. I  have perused the subject  file and this Court  is of the view that  

the com m unicat ion im pugned in the writ  pet it ion vir tually shall have to 

be t reated as a unilateral decision rescinding the work ent rusted to 

pet it ioner through com m unicat ion dated 29.10.2016.  
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The com m unicat ion im pugned in the writ  pet it ion, first ly, does not  

refer to the cause com pelling the respondents to take the ext rem e 

step of cancellat ion of ent rustm ent  of work to pet it ioner and secondly, 

after pet it ioner started perform ing the obligat ion, if the pet it ioner is to 

go out  uncerem oniously, the sam e causes hardship as well,   

by accept ing the com m unicat ion dated 29.10.2016. 

 

7. Be that  as it  m ay, learned senior counsel represent ing 

respondents subm its that  the com m unicat ion im pugned in the writ  

pet it ion can be t reated as not ice intending to term inate the r ight  

granted through let ter dated 29.10.2106 and the pet it ioner can be 

given one week t im e from  today to file explanat ion and the 

respondents will consider the explanat ion and take a decision as is 

warranted in the fact  situat ion of the case. This Court  is of the view 

that  to ensure fairness in act ion if the respondents feel com pelled to 

inform  any other reason, which com pel them  to take ext rem e step of 

cancellat ion, they are free to com m unicate the sam e to pet it ioner 

within three (3)  days from  today. 

 

The writ  pet it ion is ordered as indicated above. As a sequel,  

the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, shall stand closed. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

 
____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 
December 9, 2016 

Not e :  Furnish C.C. today. 

            (B/ o )DSK 


