HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
{special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESDAY, THE TWENTY NINTH DAY COF JULY
TWO THOUSAMD AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HONOQURABLE SRI JUSTICE P, NAVEEN RAD

WRIT PETITION NO: 10759 OF 2020

Between:

L. Sudarshan, Slo Chandraiah iLate), Age 47 Years. Oco. Panchayat Secratasy- Gr,
LI, Gram Panchayat, Kammadanam, Farog Nagar Mandal, Ranga Reddy District.

-.PETITIONER
AND

1 The 31ale ol Telangana, Riep. by its Principal Secretary, Panchayat Ra) and
Fural Emloyment Dept., Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad -500022,

2. Tha Commissioner ot Panchayat Raj and Rural Emloyrment Dept.. P.R. Bhavan,
Himayat Magar, Hyderabad,

4. The Districl Collecter, (PO, Ranga Reddy District At Lakdi-ka-Poal,
Hyderasad.

4. The District Panchayat Otficer, Ranga Reddy Distrizt A6 Lakai-kz-Pocl,
Hyderaiad.

-..RESFONDENTS

Fetition under Article 226 of the Gonstitution of India praying thal in the
circumsiances slaled in the aflidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be oleased
to issue 50 appropriate Writ, order or diraction maora particularly ona in the naturs of
Wit of Mandamus by declaring the entire action of the respondents |, paricularly the
gntire action of tha 3rd respondant in issuing the present lmpugned Show Cause
Molice vide Proc.8828/2014-A1(Pls), dated 18-08-2020 by enlerlaining the perverse
rapott of the Grd enquiry officer, dated 15-10-2012 and calling explanation tram the
peiitioner is an emply formality, as the 3rd respondent already taken a docision 1o
impose major penality with predetarmined ming, is as highly illegal |, arbitrary. unjust
. improper, colorable exercise of powsr, shockingly disproperfionate and without
juradiction and sat aside tha samao.

b1 Conseguently o hold thal the entire Procedure adoptad by tha rospondonts tor
issuing the prosent Impugned Show Cause Notice vide Proc.5829:2014-A1{FP1s],
dzted 18-06-2020 by lhe 3rd respondent not only ilegal, contrary to the CCA Rules
incliuding various Judicial Proncuncements in the subjecl matler and the pofitionar
rerein enlitled for al corsequential kanafits such further promoetion els. and o pass

1A NG: 1 OF 2020

Petition under Section 187 CPC praying that in the circumstances stateg in
lhe affidavit filed in support of the petition. the High Court may be ploasod fo
susoend the aperation of the Impugned Show Cause Motice vide Proc 982%/20174-
A1¢P1s), dated 1 8-08-2020 of the 3" respondent,

Counsal for the Petitioner: SR1L SANTHAFUR SATYANARAYANA RAD

Counsel far the Respondents: GP FOR FPANCHAYAT RAJ & RURAL
DEVELOPMENT

The Caurt made the following: ORDER



HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAO

WRIT PETITION NO. 10759 of 2020

ORDER:

Heard learned counscl for petitioner and leamed Government
Flesder.

2. This writ peiition is filed challenging the show cause notice
deted L8.6.2020, By this show cause notce, petitioncr was called upon
‘o subrmiz his explanation &s lo why major punishment of reductios 1o
lower Lime scale of pav and Grade I, cannot be imposcd on him.

3. Learned coursel for petilioner soughl o raise sevenal
contentions including mancer i which the disciplinary procesdings were
conducted, conducling successive encuirics and nes abserving principles
al nelaral jusiice etc,

4, Petitioner oarticipated inm the enguity resulting in T laxhbiny
officor submitting his report dated 15.10.201% holding four charges as
praved, one charge as partly proved and one charge as nol proved. Copy
of the enguiry roport was furnished 1o the petitioner and he was asked to
suhmit his cxplanation.  Pelilioner submitted his explanation oh
95.11.201%, Aller considering the explanation, the present show ceuse
notice is issued. [n other words, this is a sccond show Cause notiee,
Aftor wrnendment o Artcle 311 of the Constilution of Indim, the Services
Bules are also amended and issuing sccomd snow cduse notice  Is
dispensed wilh. After considering the explanation olfered on the lirdings
ol the erquiry officer holding the charges as proved, 1t 15 open o the
disciplinary authorily 1o imoosc appropriate punishment and there 15 no
requirement to issue notice on what punishrnent is proposed o be

T



3; That bemg =o, by the impugned secomd show cayse motice,
acditiognal OPpRortinity s provided 1o the petitioner. He can avail the szid
vppoTiunity to persuade the dizciplinary a.u1:f*mrit:-= noet e impose the
punishment snd punishment proposed is grave. Thus, the petiboner can
not assail the show cause notice nn the ground that it is indicating the
punishment, particularly when there is no requircment to issuc second
show cause notice indicating the nature of punishment 1o be mposed,
This Court is not inclined w eniertain lthis writ petition at this Slage.
Accardingly, the weil petition s dismissed, lesving it cpen o the
pelitaner e subimit his explanation raising all objeclions a5 available oo
him in law in response 1o the show cause notice issued 1o him on
18.8.2020, 1t is needlioss to observe tha on subrmizsion of explanation,
samne woulld he edjeclively considered and appropriate decision would ke
teken as warranted by law., Miscellaneous applizations, i any, peoding,

stand closed.

S0/ M.MANJULA
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

HTRUE COPY// o
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SECTION OFFICER

To,
1. One CC to 3ri. 3. Satyanarayana Rao, Advocats (OPUC) : :
2. Two CCs lo GP for Panchayat Raj & Rural Develepmeant, High Court for the
State of Telangana al Hyderabad {OUT)
3. Twio CD Copins

=1 W f%{_’



HIGH COURT

DATED:29/07/2020

ORDER
WP.No.10759 of 2020

Dismissing the WP
Without costs.
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