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 This writ  pet it ion is f iled assailing the order dated 

14.10.2014 in O.A.No. 8324 of 2012 passed by the Tribunal,  

whereby the O.A. f iled by the pet it ioner was dismissed. 

 The case of the pet it ioner is that  while he was working 

as Revenue Inspector, PTM Mandal, Madanapalli,  Chit toor 

Dist rict ,  the 3rd respondent  issued a Charge Memo dated 

07.04.2010 alleging that  the pet it ioner prepared a list  of 

ineligible benef iciaries for assignment  of surplus lands for 

dist ribut ion to the landless poor in 5th Phase Assignment  

Programme.  The pet it ioner submit ted his explanat ion to the 

Charge Memo on 19.06.2010.  Being not  sat isf ied with the 

explanat ion, the 3rd respondent  appointed an Enquiry Off icer 

(Special Deputy Collector) who submit ted a report .   Based on 

the enquiry report , the 3rd respondent  issued Show Cause 

Not ice dated 06.10.2010 to the pet it ioner holding that  charge 

framed against  him is proved and sought  his explanat ion as to 

why “ reduct ion of rank”  shall not  be imposed against  him.  

The pet it ioner submit ted explanat ion on 02.12.2010 to the 

Show Cause Not ice, however being not  sat isf ied with it ,  the 

3rd respondent  imposed punishment  of stoppage of four annual 
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grade increments with cumulat ive effect  vide proceedings 

dated 30.12.2010 issued under Rule 9(vii)(b) of the A.P. Civil 

Services (CC&A) Rules, 1991. 

 Being aggrieved, the pet it ioner f iled an appeal before 

the appellate authority and the same was also dismissed vide 

order dated 30.12.2012.  Challenging the order of the 

appellate authority, the pet it ioner f iled O.A.No. 8324 of 2012, 

and the Tribunal,  by the impugned order dated 14.10.2014, 

dismissed the O.A. 

 The learned counsel for the pet it ioner submits that  the 

disciplinary authority imposed similar punishment  on all the 

charged off icers, however the appellate authority has reduced 

the penalty imposed on the Mandal Revenue Off icer to two 

annual grade increments without  cumulat ive effect , whereas 

the punishment  imposed on the pet it ioner by the disciplinary 

authority was maintained by the appellate authority.  He 

submits that  the duty of the pet it ioner was to submit  papers 

before the Commit tee const ituted, therefore, his 

misdemeanor is less than that  of the Mandal Revenue Off icer 

and other charged off icers being members of the Commit tee. 

 After considering the rival content ions, the learned 

Tribunal,  while dismissing the O.A. f iled by pet it ioner,  opined 

that  the proceedings before the competent  authority clearly 

show that  the pet it ioner was given ample opportunity during 
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the enquiry of allegat ions levelled against  him and the 

impugned punishment  was imposed in view of the gravity of 

the charges levelled against  him duly following the procedure 

contemplated under the provisions of A.P. Civil Service 

(CC&A) Rules, 1991. 

 We note, in the proceedings dated 20.05.2014 issued by 

the appellate authority – Chief Commissioner of Land 

Administ rat ion, regarding reduct ion of the punishment  of the 

Mandal Revenue Off icer, the Dist rict  Collector, Chit toor had 

not  given any opportunity to the pet it ioner to prove that  it  

was not  the f inal list  and they were not  issued any DKT pat tas 

and also did not  issue any Show Cause Not ice to the said 

charged off icer to offer explanat ion in this regard but  simply 

appointed an Enquiry Off icer for conduct ing enquiry into the 

mat ter and to report  the facts of the case. 

 It  is pert inent  to ment ion here that  the Mandal Revenue 

Off icer is a supervisory off icer who has to rely upon the list  

provided by the f ield off icer, therefore, he was not  direct ly 

involved in the irregularity by including the names of 

ineligible persons in respect  of assignment  of the Government  

land. 

 The explanat ion given by the pet it ioner is that  he was 

discharging off icial dut ies as Mandal Revenue Inspector, PTM 

Mandal sincerely and dil igent ly and when it  was proposed to 
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grant  assignment  to the landless poor under 5th phase 

assignment  programme, the f ield level off icers such as Village 

Revenue Off icer who have enquired about  the select ion 

process have stated that  the select ion process was made 

exclusively and the same does not  suffer from any inf irmity or 

lacunae.  He verif ied the list  of the proposed beneficiaries and 

took maximum care to eliminate ineligible beneficiaries.  As 

the T. Sodum vil lage is in the corner of PTM Mandal and 

adj oining to Karnataka boarder, he could not  bestow the best  

of his at tent ion to weed out  the ineligible benef iciaries.   

 We note, the pet it ioner in his explanat ion submit ted 

that  he regret ted for the lapse and assured that  he would be 

more careful in future in discharging his off icial duty.  By 

addit ion three names namely C.P. Subba Reddy,  

C.P. Venu and C.P. Suresh Babu in the list  of beneficiaries who 

are ineligible and wealthy persons, the pet it ioner t ried to 

deviate the very purpose of the scheme.  The land had to be 

allot ted in favour of the poor landless people whereas the 

pet it ioner prepared a list  by adding the names of the above 

three wealthy persons. 

 Thus, the pet it ioner cannot  be spared of the punishment  

awarded to him by the disciplinary authority.  The pet it ioner 

is held responsible for not  verifying the antecedents of three 
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persons however he submit ted the papers to the  

Commit tee.   

 The learned counsel for the pet it ioner has relied upon a 

j udgment  of the Supreme Court  reported in Raj endra Yadav 

v. State of Madhya Pradesh and Others1 which, in our 

considered opinion, is not  relevant  to the facts and 

circumstances of the present  case. 

 In view of the above f indings recorded by the Tribunal, 

we f ind no il legalit y or perversity in the impugned order dated 

14.10.2014 passed by the Tribunal. 

 Accordingly, the writ  pet it ion is devoid of merits and the 

same is accordingly dismissed confirming the order of the 

Tribunal.   

 As a sequel, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any pending, 

shall stand disposed of as infructuous. 

      _____________________ 
            SURESH KUMAR KAIT, J 
07.07.2017 

       
     _____________________ 

                                        U.DURGA PRASAD RAO, J  
bcj  

                                                 
1
 (2013) 3 SCC 73 


