
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO  

 

WRIT PETITION No.9278 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner and  

the lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 1 

to 4. 

The p rayer sought for in the writ petition is as under: 

“ to issue an order writ or d irec tion more partic ula rly in the na ture of writ of 

mandamus dec la ring  the p roc eed ings No. A/ 70/ 2015, Dt. 10-03-2015 of the 3rd  

respondent in termina ting the c ooking agenc y of the petitioner for running mid  

day mea ls work in Zilla  Parishad  High Sc hool, Dommaranandya l(V), Mylavaram 

Manda l, Y.S.R. Kadapa  Dist. w ithout g iving any notic e to the petitioner is illega l, 

a rb itra ry and  viola tive of Artic les 14, 19(1)(g ) of the c onstitution of Ind ia  and 

aga inst to the p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e.”  

 

The ma in grievanc e of the petitioner herein is tha t under the 

guise of issuanc e of the impugned  p roc eed ings by 3rd  respondent, 

da ted  10.03.2015, the c ontrac t of the petitioner p rovid ing  mid -day 

mea ls in Zilla  Parishad  High Sc hool, Dommaranandya l village, 

Mylava ram Manda l, Y.S.R. Kadapa  Distric t is termina ted  without 

issuing  any notic e or without g iving  any opportunity of being  heard .  

It is his spec ific  c ase tha t he was supp lying  the mid -day mea ls to the 

above sa id  sc hool from 13.10.2008 without any c omp la int from any 

c orner.   However, a t the instanc e of the ruling  pa rty leaders, the 3rd  

respondent has d irec tly termina ted  the servic es of the petitioner 

without g iving  any notic e to him and  appointed  the 5th respondent 

herein on tempora ry basis.    

 

Per c ontra , the 3rd  respondent filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit sta ting  

tha t the Sarpanc h, villagers and  parents of students studying  a t the 

sa id  sc hool submitted  a  petition aga inst the petitioner agenc y 
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a lleg ing  tha t he was not supp lying  the qua lity food  to the students 

studying in the sc hool and  requested  to take nec essary ac tion.  The 

c onc erned  Gram Panc haya t a lso passed  a  resolution 

rec ommend ing for nec essary ac tion aga inst the petitioner.   In this 

regard , the Mid -Day Mea l Committee c omprising  of Tahsilda r, 

Manda l Parisha t Development Offic er and  Manda l Educ a tiona l 

Offic er c onduc ted  enquiry on 25.02.2015 in the p resenc e of the 

villagers, pa rents of the students and  students studying a t the sa id  

sc hool.   During  the sa id  enquiry, the students sta ted  tha t the 

petitioner is not supp lying  the qua lity food  and  eggs to them on the 

p resc ribed  da tes and  menu.   After enquiry on the c omp la ints, the 

writ petitioner was served  with notic e on 29.02.2015 c a lling  for 

exp lana tion on the a llega tions ra ised  by the villagers and  students.   

The petitioner submitted  an exp lana tion sta ting  tha t he is supp lying  

food  to the students p romptly and  timely as per the menu 

p resc ribed  by the Government exc ep t supp lying eggs onc e in a  

week instead  of twic e.  Based  on the a llega tions made by the 

villagers, pa rents and  the students and  a lso keep ing in view the 

resolution passed  by the Gram Panc haya t and  in view of the 

enquiry report, the impugned p roc eed ings a re passed . 

   

Having heard  both the c ounsel and  from the perusa l of the 

materia l on rec ord , the point tha t a rises for c onsidera tion is” - 

‘Whether or not the petitioner was put on notic e before 

issuanc e of the impugned  p roc eed ings?’  

 

From the perusa l of the c ounter a ffidavit, it is evident tha t on 

the basis of the resolution passed  by the Gram Panc haya t and  a lso 

the enquiry report, a  notic e da ted  29.02.2015 was served  on the 
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petitioner c a lling  his exp lana tion on the a llega tions made aga inst 

him.   Pursuant thereto, he has a lso submitted  an exp lana tion 

sta ting  tha t he is supp lying  food  to the students as per the menu.   

However, he has admitted  tha t he was supp lying  eggs onc e in a  

week instead  of twic e.   This aspec t of the matter was though 

spec ific a lly mentioned  in the c ounter a ffidavit, the petitioner has 

not filed  any rep ly denying the same.   So, when onc e the petitioner 

was a lready put on notic e seeking his exp lana tion and  a fter 

c onsidering  the sa id  exp lana tion when the impugned  orders a re 

passed , it c annot be sa id  tha t the impugned  order suffers from any 

illega lity or irregula rity more partic ula rly without issuing notic e to the 

petitioner.   In tha t view of the matter, this Court is of the op inion 

tha t there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the same is liab le to 

be d ismissed .  

 

Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  No c osts.  

 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

___________________ 

                                                       P.KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

26th NOVEMBER 2018. 
Tsr 

 


