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AND 
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ORAL ORDER (Per the Hon’ble Sri Justic e Suresh Kumar Kait) 

 

 

 Vide the p resent petition, petitioner has assa iled  the order da ted  

31.08.2017 passed  by the Andhra  Pradesh Administra tive Tribuna l in 

O.A.No.2513 of 2017, whereby, the lea rned  Tribuna l d ismissed  the 

app lic a tion filed  by the petitioner under Sec tion 19 of the Administra tive 

Tribuna ls Ac t, 1985 to dec la re the p roc eed ings in 

Rc .No.30370/ VC.ll.A/ 2007, da ted  9-2-2017 issued  by the Direc tor of Pub lic  

Hea lth and  Family Welfa re, Andhra  Pradesh d irec ting  to c onduc t re-

inquiry into the c harges framed  aga inst the petitioner on 7.3.2005, as 

wholly illega l, a rb itra ry and  viola tive of Artic les 14, 16 and  21 of the 

Constitution of Ind ia  and  c onsequently dec la re tha t the respondents a re 

not entitled  to c onduc t re-inquiry into the matter and  tha t the petitioner is 

entitled  for release of entire pension and  other benefits. 

 

 Brief fac ts of the c ase a re tha t the petitioner was appointed  as 

Entomolog ist in the year 1980 and  p romoted  as Senior Entomolog ist in the 

year 1985.  Therea fter, in the year 1999, the petitioner was transferred  and  

posted  as Distric t Ma la ria  Offic er.  On 9.7.2005, the petitioner was posted  

as Distric t Ma la ria  Offic er, Kadapa  Distric t.  On 7.3.2005, c harge memo 

was issued  to the petitioner.  Petitioner submitted  his exp lana tion to the 

sa id  c harge memo on 13.06.2005. Inquiry Offic er submitted  his report on 

28.11.2007.  The Government issued  orders imposing  punishment of 1% c ut 

in pension permanently aga inst the petitioner on 28.12.2011.  The 

petitioner submitted  representa tion da ted  1.10.2012 requesting  to onc e 

aga in peruse the relevant rec ords and  d rop  further ac tion aga inst him.  



On 14.09.2015 the Direc tor of Pub lic  Hea lth, Hyderabad  appointed  Inquiry 

Offic er to inquire into c harge No.1 a fter ob ta ining  the foc a l sp ray file.  On 

25.04.2016 the Inquiry Offic er submitted  report hold ing  the c harge No.1 as 

‘not p roved ’ .  The Direc tor of Pub lic  Hea lth and  Family welfa re issued  

orders da ted  9.2.2017 appointing  Inquiry Offic er to c onduc t re-inquiry into 

the sa id  c harges framed  aga inst the petitioner. 

 

 Being aggrieved , petitioner filed  O.A.No.2513 of 2017 questioning  

the p roc eed ings da ted  9.2.2017 before the Tribuna l. By the impugned  

order, the Tribuna l d ismissed  the O.A. 

 

 The lea rned  c ounsel appearing  on beha lf of the petitioner submits 

tha t initia lly the Inquiry Offic er submitted  his report hold ing c harge No.1 as 

‘ not p roved ’ .  He further submits tha t if the Disc ip lina ry Authority is not in 

agreement with the sa id  report, it has to g ive d issent note and  show 

c ause notic e to the petitioner.  But in the p resent c ase, the respondents 

fa iled  to g ive d issent notic e to the petitioner, however appointed  another 

Inquiry Offic er to re-inquire into c harge No.1 framed  aga inst the petitioner, 

and  the same is in vio la tion of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e. 

 

 The lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es appearing  for the 

respondents – Sta te has fa irly c onc eded  tha t if the Disc ip lina ry Authority is 

not in agreement with the report of the Inquiry Offic er, it has to issue 

d issent notic e and  p roc eed  further.  In the instant c ase, suc h a  notic e has 

not been issued . 

 

 In view of the fac ts noted  above and  the sta tement made by the 

lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es appearing for the respondents, 

we hereby set aside the order da ted  31.08.2017 passed  by the Tribuna l 

and  c onsequently quash the p roc eed ings in Rc .No.30370/ VC.II.A/ 2007 



da ted  9.2.2017 issued  by the 2nd  respondent – Direc tor of Pub lic  Hea lth 

and  Family Welfa re, Andhra  Pradesh. 

 

 However, we grant liberty to the respondents to take steps aga inst 

the petitioner, if they a re so advised , on the report submitted  by the 

Inquiry Offic er hold ing the c harge No.1 as ‘not p roved ’ , by following  the 

p roc edure estab lished  under law. 

 

 The writ petition is ac c ord ing ly d isposed  of. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No order 

as to c osts. 

 

                                                                                       

                                                                             ---------------------------------------- 

                                                                                   SURESH KUMAR KAIT,J 

 

 

 

                      

                                                                              --------------------------------------- 

                                                                             ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI,J  

 

 

 

 

DATE:24-01-2018  

AVS 

 

  

 


