
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE  

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

  

WRIT APPEAL No.1453 OF 2018 

 

JUDGMENT: (Per the Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bha tt)  

 

Heard  Mr.B.Sesibhusan Rao for appellant, Mr.G.Seshadri for 

ZPP, Ms.A.Jayanthi for Revenue and  Mr.C.V.K.Rudra  Prasad  for 5th 

respondent. 

 The writ petitioner is the appellant.  The appea l is d irec ted  

aga inst the order da ted  26.10.2018 in W.P. No.38319 of 2018.  The 

appellant c ha llenges  Form-V Notic e No.Rc .A1/ 355/ 2018 da ted  

11.10.2018, as illega l and  c ontra ry to Sec tion 245 of  the A.P. 

Panc hya t Ra j Ac t, 1994 and  the Rules made thereunder. 

 The c ha llenge is substantia lly la id  by referring  to Rule 3 of the 

the Panc haya t Rules issued  under G.O.Ms.No.200 da ted  28.04.1998.  

The Rule is a lready exc erp ted  in the order under appea l and  for 

b revity we p refer not to re-p roduc e Rule 3 in our order.  The p remise 

on whic h the c ha llenge to notic e da ted  11.10.2018 is la id  is tha t 

respondent No.3 c onvenes meeting  on ‘no c onfidenc e motion’ , on 

a  day appointed  by him, whic h sha ll not be la ter than 30 days from 

the da te on whic h the notic e under Rule 2 was delivered . 

 Reverting  bac k to c irc umstanc es of the c ase, we notic e tha t 

on 07.09.2018, 5th respondent and  few other members of MPTC 

moved  the motion of ‘ no c onfidenc e’  aga inst the appellant.   The 

3rd  respondent/ RDO c onvened  the meeting  on 25.09.2018. The 

appellant filed  W.P.No.33345 of 2018 and  c ha llenged  the notic e 

da ted  10.09.2018 as illega l and  c ontra ry to the dec ision of this Court 
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in K.Sujatha v. Government of A.P.1. Learned  Sing le Judge, on 

17.09.2018 granted  interim suspension of notic e da ted  10.09.2018.  

The 5th respondent filed  writ appea l No.1326 of 2018 aga inst the 

interim order da ted  17.09.2018. On 05.10.2018, this Court ordered  

the writ appea l and  the writ petition and  the opera tive portion of 

the order reads thus: 

           “The relevant dates, which have bearing on the 

applicability of 15 days minimum period, are not in 

dispute as well as the legal requirement to give 15 days 

notice.  The ratio of Full Bench applies on all force to the 

facts of the case.  Hence, the notice impugned in the writ 

petition is set aside.  The Revenue Divisional 

Officer/respondent No.3 is given liberty to act on the 

representation given against the writ petitioner in 

accordance with law as expeditiously as possible.” 

 

 Therea fter, 3rd  respondent issued  notic e da ted  11.10.2018 

p roposing to c onvene the meeting  on 31.10.2018.  Now, the 

c ha llenge of the appellant is tha t the meeting  sc heduled  to be 

c onvened on 31.10.2018 is beyond  thirty days stipula ted  in Rule 3 of 

the Rules. Henc e, is liab le to be set aside.  The c ontentions 

addressed  before the lea rned  Sing le Judge a re substantia lly 

reitera ted .   

We have heard  the c ounsel and  perused  the rec ord .  The 

lea rned  Sing le Judge in pa ragraphs 16 and  17 has taken note of 

the c irc umstanc es d istinc t in the dec ision in Kamisetty Narayana 

Murthy v. Revenue Divisional Offic er, Eluru, West Godavari Distric t 2 

to the c ase on hand  and  d ismissed  the writ petition. 

                                                 
1
   2004 (3) ALD 1 (FB) 

2
 2006 (4) ALD 170 
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 The c ontention tha t the meeting  is held  beyond  30 days is 

untenab le, for in our c onsidered  view the meeting c onvened  on 

the motion of ‘ no c onfidenc e’  moved by the members and  held   

on 31.10.2018, does not vio la te the period  p resc ribed  in Rule 3 of 

the Rules. The same is evident from the following da tes.  On 

12.09.2018, the notic e was served  on the appellant herein and  

meeting  was c onvened on 25.09.2018.  From 17.09.2018 till 

05.10.2018, there has been stay opera ting  aga inst the notic e da ted  

10.09.2018 and  therefore the meeting  c ould  not be c onvened .  On 

05.10.2018, writ appea l and  the writ petition were d isposed  of.  The 

order da ted  05.10.2018 had  set aside the notic e da ted  10.09.2018.  

By opera tion of order  da ted  05.10.2018 of this Court, wha t rema ins 

for rec onsidera tion  by 3rd  respondent is serving a  notic e on the 

rep resenta tion of the 5th respondent and  others, moving ‘no 

c onfidenc e motion’  aga inst the appellant.  In the c ase on hand , 

the impugned  notic e is da ted  11.10.2018 and  the meeting  is 

c onvened on 31.10.2018.  Therefore, the meeting  c onvened  on 

31.10.2018 is as per the requirement of Rule 3.  We a re in c omp lete 

agreement with the find ings rec orded  by the lea rned  Sing le Judge.  

The appea l fa ils and  is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing 

stand  c losed . 
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