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THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE A.RAMALI NGESW ARA RAO 
 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 6 0 4 5  o f  2 0 1 7  

 

ORDER:  
 

 

Heard Sri N. Ram u, learned Counsel for the Pet it ioner and 

learned Standing Counsel appearing for respondent  Nos.1 to 4.  

 

The pet it ioner was appointed as P.E.T through DSC 2002 and he 

was placed under suspension on 11.11.2016 on the ground that  he 

was arrested on 01.11.2016 in a case concerning with counterfeit  

I ndian currency and a cr im e was registered under Sect ion 

489(A) (B) (C) , 120(B) , 420 I PC.  Later, he was enlarged on bail on 

25.11.2016 by the Special Judge for Trial of Offences under SCs and 

STs(POA)  Act -cum -VI  Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge, 

Secunderabad and no charge sheet  is filed in the said case so far.   

Since no charge sheet  was filed and no enquiry was com m enced in 

respect  of the sam e by the Departm ental Officials, he filed the present  

Writ  Pet it ion seeking reinstatem ent  as the pet it ioner is being cont inued 

under suspension indefinitely.  

 

The learned counsel for the pet it ioner placed reliance on 

G.O.Ms.No.86, dt . 08.03.1994 and G.O.Ms.No.526 dt . 19.08.2008.  He 

further states that  suspension is not  being reviewed periodically at  the 

end of six m onths though it  is contem plated in the said Governm ent  

Orders.  

Since the present  Writ  Pet it ion is filed seeking reinstatem ent  on 

the ground of non review of the order of suspension, without  going 

into m erits of the case, this Court  feels that  it  is a fit  case to direct  the 

respondents to review the case of suspension of the pet it ioner as 

provided in the above said G.Os and pass appropriate orders in 

accordance with law.  
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Though learned counsel for the pet it ioner relied on the judgm ent  

reported in Aj ay  Ku m ar  Ch ou d h ar y  v . Un ion  o f  I n d ia  t h r ou g h  i t s 

Secr et ar y  an d  an o t h er 1,  the Division Bench of this Court  in 

Bu d d an n a Ven k at a Mu r a l i  Kr ish n a v . St at e o f  AP an d  An o t h er 2 

considered the said decision and other decisions and held that  the 

com petent  authority has to review the order of suspension periodically.   

 

I n view of the sam e, the Writ  Pet it ion is disposed of direct ing the 

respondents to review the order of suspension passed in respect  of the 

pet it ioner within a period of one m onth and pass appropriate orders in 

accordance with law.  

 

As a sequel, m iscellaneous applicat ions pending, if any, shall 

stand closed.  

 

 

     _________________________ 

     A.RAMALI NGESW ARA RAO, J 

Date:  07.11.2017 
 

eha 
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