
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.9580 of 2002 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking  a  Writ of Mandamus dec la ring 

the p roc eed ings da ted  22.04.2002 passed  by the 2nd  respondent as 

illega l, a rb itra ry and  viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e. 

Heard  Smt.K.Udaya  Sri, the lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner and                  

Sri P.Durga  Prasad , the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the 

respondents Corpora tion. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t he was 

appointed  as Conduc tor on 01.07.1973 and  therea fter, he was 

p romoted  as Depot Clerk/ Tra ffic  Inspec tor Grade-II in the year 1986.  

In January, 1997, the petitioner was transferred  from Garage 

Sec tion of Nellore-II Depot to Tra ffic  Sec tion.  While he was 

d isc harg ing duties, the respondents have issued  c harge-sheet to 

the petitioner on 11.04.1997 sta ting  tha t while hand ing over and  

taking over T&P Items, there a re c erta in shortages.  The petitioner 

has submitted  exp lana tion denying the c harges levelled  aga inst 

him.  Therea fter, the 2nd  respondent issued  another c harge-sheet on 

20.06.1997 a lleg ing  tha t the Corpora tion had  suffered  a  loss of 

Rs.34,673.32 ps. bec ause of the neg ligenc e of the petitioner and  

asking  as to why the sa id  amount should  not be rec overed  from the 

petitioner.  The petitioner has submitted  exp lana tion on 13.08.1997. 

The 2nd   respondent, without c onsidering  the exp lana tion of the 

petitioner and  without c onduc ting  any enquiry, has passed  the 

impugned order. Cha lleng ing the same, the p resent writ petition is 

filed . 
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Learned  c ounsel for petitioner submits tha t the 2nd   

respondent has passed  the impugned p roc eed ings nearly a fter 4½ 

years from the da te of issuanc e of c harge-sheet and  there is no 

shortages as a lleged  by respondents.  Further, the impugned  order 

was passed  without g iving  any opportunity to the petitioner.  

Therefore, the impugned  order is liab le to be set aside.  

Learned  Stand ing Counsel submits tha t the d isc ip lina ry 

p roc eed ings were initia ted  aga inst the petitioner and  a fter 

fo llowing due p roc edure, the respondents have passed  the 

impugned order.  It is further sta ted  tha t for imposing minor pena lty 

there is no need  to c onduc t departmenta l enquiry and  the orders 

passed  by the d isc ip lina ry authority a re perfec t and  va lid  and  no 

interferenc e is warranted  by this Court. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

parties, is of the c onsidered  view tha t the respondents have 

imposed  minor pena lty and  for imposing minor pena lty, the 

respondents a re not ob liga ted  to c onduc t enquiry.  Therefore, the 

2nd  respondent has rightly passed  the impugned  order for 

rec overing the amount from petitioner.  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 order as to 

c osts. 

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

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

28-11-2018 

Prv 


