
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE V. RAMASUBRAMANI AN 

AND 

THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE M.GANGA RAO 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .2 5 8 6 4  o f  2 0 1 5  

 

ORDER:   ( Per  MGR,J)  

  This Writ  Pet it ion, under Art icle 226 of the Const itut ion of 

I ndia, is filed against  the dism issal order, dated 28.07.2015, 

passed in O.A.No.2509 of 2015 by the Andhra Pradesh 

Adm inist rat ive Tribunal, Hyderabad ( for brevity ‘Tr ibunal’) .  

 

2. The said O.A. was filed to declare the act ion of the  

1st respondent  in term inat ing the services of the pet it ioner vide 

proceedings dated 28.04.2015 in Rc.No.1916/ 2014/ S11, as 

illegal, arbit rary and without  inquiry;  set  aside the sam e;  and for 

consequent ial direct ion to the 1st respondent  to reinstate him  

into service with all consequent ial benefits. 

 

3. The case of the pet it ioner is that  he was appointed on 

cont ract  basis as Forest  Beat  Officer on 04.04.2007 in 

Cheerlavancha Beat  of Sir icilla Range, Karim nagar Dist r ict .  

Thereafter, he was t ransferred to Nagnoor of Jagit ial Range and 

working as such since 13.07.0211.  While the pet it ioner was 

working at  Jagit ial Range, on 17.05.2014, the Sub-Divisional 

Forest  Officer, Jagit ial, has conducted Beat  inspect ion at  Nagnoor 

Beat  in the presence of the pet it ioner and Forest  Sect ion Officer, 

Allipur, and found four Teak logs m easuring 0.8409 cm ., valued 

at  Rs.42,423/ -  to be present  and found m issing of 12 logs 

m easuring 1.0654 cm ., valued at  Rs.58,670/ - .  The total 
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dest ruct ion worth Rs.1,01,093/ -  was not iced in com partm ent  

No.601 of Arsikota of Nagnoor Beat  within a span of 15 days.  

The pet it ioner and the Forest  Sect ion Officer, Allipur, had 

accepted the sam e and signed at  Page No.88 in the Beat  Felling 

Enum erat ion Register. Upon verificat ion of Beat  Felling 

Enum erat ion Register, for the m onths of 4/ 2014 and 5/ 2014, it  

was observed that  during the peram bulat ion in Reserve Forest  

Com partm ent  No.591 and 601 of Nagnoor Beat , large scale 

dest ruct ion was not iced, within a short  span of t im e.  I t  was also 

detected felling of 15 teak from  S.No.1 to 15, as recorded in 

Beat  Felling Enum erat ion Register at  Page No.26 and 27 of 

Nagnoor Beat .  The pet it ioner had signed in the Register 

accept ing the contents recorded in the Register by the Flying 

Squad Party, Karim nagar, on 09-04-2015 and 10-04-2015. The 

value of the m aterial is Rs.64,815/ -  and m issing m aterial is 

Rs.2,02,037/ - , total value is Rs.2,66,852/ - .  Further, the 

pet it ioner failed to m aintain the details of stum ps in the Beat  

Felling Enum erat ion Register and failed to register the cases for 

the present  m aterial at  the stum p site.   

 

4.   For the above dest ruct ion, the 1st respondent  had issued a 

show-cause not ice of term inat ion dated 12.06.2014 in 

Rc.No.1916/ 2014/ S11, stat ing that  during the tenure of the 

pet it ioner, the total value of the dest ruct ion of forests in 

Nagnoor Beat , was est im ated at  Rs.3,90,590/ -  and as to why the 

services of the pet it ioner should not  be term inated, for violat ion 

of condit ion No.4 of the agreem ent .  I n response to the sam e, 
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the pet it ioner subm it ted a representat ion on 18.06.2014 to the 

Forest  Mandal Officer, Karim nagar (West ) , request ing to furnish 

the copies of docum ents enum erated in his representat ion.  

Accordingly, the pet it ioner was supplied with the docum ents 

sought  by him . Thereafter, on 15.07.2014, the pet it ioner 

subm it ted his detailed explanat ion stat ing in part icular that   

“ I  hereby swear sir , any type of m istake would not  be com m it ted 

by m e and I  will be at tent ive and discharge the Governm ent  

services with m uch care and worship” .   

 

5. Even after pet it ioner swearing that  he will discharge his 

dut ies with utm ost  care, again on 09-04-2015 and 10-04-2015 a 

large scale dest ruct ion worth Rs.2,66,852/ -  was not iced in 

Nagnoor Beat  in the presence of the pet it ioner and thereby he 

has not  shown any im provem ent  in protect ing the forest  under 

his jur isdict ion and he cont inued to work under m ist rust  and 

negat ive at t itude.  Therefore, it  is crystal clear that  even after 

subm ission of explanat ion, the pet it ioner did not  at tend the 

dut ies faithfully and no effect ive m easures were taken by him , 

which resulted in fiscal loss of Rs.3,90,590/ -  to the Governm ent .  

Further, though cont ract  period was over long back, the 

respondents cont inued his services, t ill his term inat ion.  

 

6. Taking into considerat ion the above facts and 

circum stances and the explanat ion subm it ted to the show cause 

not ice, the services of the pet it ioner were term inated by 

proceedings dated 28.04.2015 in Rc.No.1916/ 2014/ S11. 



                                                                 4                                              VRS, J & MGR, J 

WP No.25864 of 2015 

                                        

 

Aggrieved by the said order of term inat ion, the pet it ioner filed 

O.A.2509 of 2015 before the Tribunal.  The Tribunal after 

considering the subm issions of both the counsel and after 

elaborately discussing the issue in quest ion, dism issed the O.A. 

holding that  the pet it ioner was given am ple opportunity, after 

issuance of show cause not ice, for im provem ent  of his 

perform ance;  order of term inat ion was passed as per condit ion 

No.4 of the agreem ent ;  and there is no illegality or infirm ity in 

the term inat ion order. 

 

7. Being aggrieved by the said dism issal of the O.A., 

pet it ioner filed the present  writ  pet it ion contending inter alia that  

term inat ion order passed by the 1st respondent  is without  

conduct ing departm ental inquiry and giving opportunity of 

hearing and part icipat ion in the departm ental inquiry and further 

contending that  the Tribunal had not  considered the subm issions 

and judgm ents put forth by the counsel for the pet it ioner in 

proper perspect ive. Further, the counsel for the pet it ioner relied 

on the judgm ent  of the learned single Judge of this Court  in 

K.Lax m an n a an d  o t h er s v . Gov er n m en t  o f  An d h r a  

Pr ad esh , Ag r icu l t u r e an d  Co- op er at ion  ( Ag r i .I I I ) , 

Dep ar t m en t  r ep . b y  i t s Secr et ar y  an d  o t h er s( 1 )   to but t ress 

his content ion that  term inat ion without  not ice is cont rary to the 

Doct r ine of Fairness and is in violat ion of pr inciples of natural 

just ice.  Facts therein are that  the pet it ioners, who were 

‘Adarsha Rythus’ and in service on paym ent  of ‘honorarium ’, 

                                                 
1
 2011(1) ALT 452 
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were term inated on the prem ise that  their  perform ance is rated 

as ‘poor’ by Mandal Agricultural Officers concerned.  I n fact , the 

Governm ent  Pleader appearing on behalf of the Governm ent  

fair ly conceded that  im pugned m em os were not  preceded by a 

pr ior not ice. I n those circum stances and after referr ing to the 

catena of decisions of Hon’ble Apex Court , the learned single 

Judge held that  term inat ion of the pet it ioners’ services as 

‘Adarsha Rythus’ cannot  sustain in law.  Whereas, in the case on 

hand, the pet it ioner was given a show cause not ice and after 

considering his explanat ion, his services were term inated. 

Hence, the case relied on by the learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner has no applicat ion to the facts of the present  case. 

 

8. We have carefully perused the order of the Tribunal and 

considered the subm issions m ade by both the counsel. 

 

9. A show cause not ice, dated 12.06.2014, was issued to the 

pet it ioner, which contains full details of lapses on the part  of the 

pet it ioner, dest ruct ion caused in the Beat  jur isdict ion of the 

pet it ioner and also the financial loss caused to the Forest  

departm ent .  The pet it ioner had subm it ted his explanat ion to the 

show cause not ice on 15.07.2014 swearing that  he will be 

at tent ive in discharging his dut ies with m uch care and worship, 

in future. I n spite of the sam e, the pet it ioner failed to im prove 

his perform ance in discharging the duty of protect ing the Forest  

under his Beat  jur isdict ion and caused loss to the departm ent .   

Thus, we find, as r ight ly observed by the Tribunal, that  there is 

no change in the behaviour of the pet it ioner in discharging his 
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dut ies faithfully. We, further, not iced that  though the pet it ioner’s 

cont ract  period was over by 2010, he was cont inued by the 

respondents beyond the cont ractual period.  Moreover, the 

pet it ioner was term inated from  service after duly considering his 

explanat ion to the show cause not ice, based on the evidence 

available on record, as per condit ion No. 4 of the agreem ent .  As 

per that  condit ion, the 1st respondent  has r ight  to term inate the 

cont ract  agreem ent  appointm ent  at  any t im e without  assigning 

any reason by giving one month’s not ice to the applicant  or by 

paying one m onth’s em olum ents in lieu thereof.   

 

10. I t  is contended by the learned counsel for the pet it ioner 

that  the im pugned order of term inat ion of the cont ract  has been 

passed, not  for the or iginal act  of om ission on the part  of the 

writ  pet it ioner, but  for his subsequent  conduct  in not  being 

vigilant  even after assuring that  he will be careful in future.  

According to the learned counsel, no fresh show cause not ice 

was issued, for the second incident  and that  therefore, the 

im pugned order is vit iated for violat ion of the natural just ice.  

 

11. We do not  agree.  I n response to the allegat ion relat ing to 

the first  incident , the pet it ioner gave a let ter adm it t ing the 

m istake and agreeing to be careful in future. There is nothing to 

show that  the let ter was accepted and the pet it ioner was let  off. 

Therefore, the pet it ioner cannot  claim  that  for the second 

incident , a separate show cause not ice ought  to have been 

issued. 
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12. More over it  m ust  be rem em bered that  the pet it ioner was 

only on cont ract  with the departm ent . He was not  appointed in 

accordance with the Service Rules.  He had not  becom e the 

holder of a civil post  or appointed to a post  in the Civil Services 

of the State.  This is why the pet it ioner is unable to claim  that  

disciplinary proceedings ought  to have been init iated in term s of 

Civil Services (Classificat ion, Cont rol and Appeal)  Rules.  

 

13. Once it  is adm it tedly a cont ractual em ploym ent , the 

term inat ion of the cont ract  in accordance with the term s and 

condit ions of the cont ract , cannot  be interfered with.   

 

14. Thus, viewed from  any angle, we find no infirm ity or 

illegality in the im pugned order passed by the Tribunal and, 

therefore, the writ  pet it ion deserves to be dism issed and is, 

accordingly, dism issed. 

 

15. Consequent ly, m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in 

the writ  pet it ion shall stand dism issed.  No order as to costs. 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

V. RAMASUBRAMANI AN, J 

 

 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _   

M.GANGA RAO, J  
 

 

1st Novem ber, 2017 

TSNR/ sur 

 

 


