
 

 

 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

 

WRIT PETITION No.16884 of 2007 

 

ORDER: 

 

 This  writ petition is filed  seeking  the following relief: 

“ to issue any writ, order or d irec tion 

partic ula rly one in the na ture of  writ of Mandamus  

d irec t a ll the respondents herein to pay the entire 

a rrea rs of sa la ry  by duly releasing the inc rements 

and  by app lying  the revised  pay sc a les together 

with interest @18% per annum and  pass suc h other 

order or orders as this Honourab le Court deems fit 

and  p roper in the c irc umstanc es of the c ase.”  

 

 

 During  the pendenc y of the writ petition, the petitioner has 

sought amendment of the p rayer to the following effec t: 

 “  .. to permit the petitioner to amend  the 

p rayer by add ing “ by imp lementing  the 

p roc eed ings No.Rc .No.566/ A3/ 2009, 

d t.28.05.2011 of the 2nd  respondent and  to pay 

a ll the retirement benefits inc lud ing pension” , 

a fter the words ‘Revised  Pay Sc a les”  and  

before the words ” together with interest”  and  

pass suc h other order or orders may deem fit 

and  p roper in the c irc umstanc es of the c ase.”  

 

 

 Heard  Sri P.B.Vijaya  Kumar, lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner, 

Sri S.Bhara t Kumar, lea rned  c ounsel for the 4th respondent c ollege 

and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Educ a tion. 

 It is submitted  by the petitioner tha t she was appointed  as 

Junior Lec turer in Telugu in the 4th respondent c ollege on 3.10.1981 

and  her appointment was a lso approved  by the c ompetent 

authority. While she was working in the sa id  c ollege, the post held  

by the petitioner was admitted  into grant in a id  vide G.O.Ms.No.170 

da ted  12.7.1990 with effec t from16.4.1990 and  ever sinc e, she has 
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been d isc harg ing her duties without any c omp la ints. It is further 

submitted  by the petitioner tha t while she was working  as Lec turer, 

the Sta te Government vide G.O.Ms.No.453 da ted  31.7.1996  

appointed  her as  a  member of the Distric t Consumer Forum on 

honora rium of Rs.2000/ - . The petitioner had  worked  there only for 

two months and  resigned  the sa id  post and  therea fter, jo ined  the 

post of Junior Lec turer. A show-c ause notic e was issued  to the 

petitioner on 9.9.1996 sta ting  tha t she was absent from duty and  

performing two full time jobs. The petitioner submitted  exp lana tion 

to the sa id  show c ause notic e. The 4th respondent vide p roc eed ings 

da ted  27.8.1997 imposed  a  punishment of stoppage of one 

inc rement with c umula tive effec t. Cha lleng ing the same, the 

petitioner filed  an appea l before the 2nd  respondent-Regiona l Joint 

Direc tor of Higher Educ a tion, Waranga l, and  the 2nd  respondent 

had  passed  orders on 23.3.1998 setting  aside the punishment 

imposed  by the 4th respondent and  d irec ted  to trea t the absenc e 

period  of two months as leave. In sp ite of the same, the 4th 

respondent had  not regula rized  the servic es of the petitioner for the 

period  she was out of emp loyment for two months. 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner had  c ontended  tha t sinc e 

the 4th respondent c ollege had  not c omplied  with the orders of the 

2nd  respondent, the post of Junior Lec turer held  by the petitioner 

was transferred  from 4th respondent c ollege to the 5th respondent 

c ollege and  the petitioner has been transferred  to the 5th 

respondent c ollege a long with the post and  retired  from servic e on 

31.10.2008, in the 5th respondent c ollege, during  the pendnec y of 

this writ petition. Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner further 
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c ontended  tha t as the 4th respondent c ollege had  not c omp lied  

with the orders passed  by the 2nd  respondent, the pensionary 

benefits of the petitioner were not settled  and  to tha t effec t the 

petitioner had  submitted  a  rep resenta tion to the 2nd  respondent 

and  the 2nd  respondent passed  orders on 28.5.2011 d irec ting  the 4th 

respondent to c omply with orders, but, so fa r the 4th respondent 

c ollege d id  not c omp lied  with the same. 

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the 4th respondent had  

c ontended  tha t the 4th respondent c ollege would  c omp ly with the 

orders passed  by the 2nd  respondent and  send  p roposa ls to the 5th 

respondent c ollege to enab le the petitioner to rec eive pension. 

 Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for the offic ia l 

respondents had  c ontended  tha t the 4th respondent c ollege should  

forward  the p roposa ls to the 5th respondent c ollege and  the 5th 

respondent would  p roc ess the pension p roposa ls to settle the 

pensionary benefits of the petitioner. 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the Writ Petition is d isposed  of d irec ting  the 4th 

respondent c ollege to c omp ly with the orders passed  by the 2nd  

respondent  da ted  28.5.2011 within a  period  of two weeks from the 

da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order and  upon suc h c omp lianc e, 

the 5th respondent c ollege sha ll p roc ess the pension p roposa ls of 

the petitioner and  therea fter, the offic ia l respondents sha ll pass 

appropria te orders for grant of pensionary benefits to the petitioner  

within a  period  of four months from the da te of rec eip t of the 

pension proposa ls. It is need less to say tha t the petitioner sha ll 

c oopera te with the 4th respondent c ollege to c omp ly with the 
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orders passed  by the 2nd  respondent. There sha ll be no order as to 

c osts. 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

            

 

                           

____________________________ 

                  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 

 

Date: 05/ 10/ 20188 
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