
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 10303 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner as well as the 

lea rned  Add itiona l Stand ing Counsel appearing  for respondent Nos. 

1 and  2. 

2. The p rayer sought in the Writ Petition is as under: 

“ … to issue a  writ, order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in the 

na ture of WRIT OF MANDAMUS, dec la ring  the inac tion on the part of 

the respondents in rejec ting  the c ase of the petitioner for freedom 

Fighter Pension da ted  27.2.2014 on the ground  tha t the revised  polic y 

guidelines issued  under letter F.No.112/ 12/ 2015-FF (HC) da ted  

27.2.2013 is illega l, a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l and  c onsequently 

d irec t the respondent herein to c onsider the app lic a tion of the 

petitioner for c la im of the Freedom Fighter Pension irrespec tive of the 

guidelines da ted  6.8.2014.”  

 

3. The fac ts of the c ase a re tha t the petitioner is the wife of one 

la te Gurava iah who was a  freedom fighter, d ied  on 14.8.2007.  He 

has pa rtic ipa ted  in the freedom strugg le and  is elig ib le to c la im the 

freedom fighters pension under Swatantra ta  Sa inik Samman Pension 

Sc heme, 1980.  The petitioner made an app lic a tion on 2.2.2008 to 

the Sec reta ry, Welfa re Soc iety for Freedom Fighters, Pune, but no 

ac tion has been taken.  The petitioner a lso sent a  letter da ted  

28.1.2014.  Even on the sa id  letter, there was no response.  However, 

respondent No.2 rejec ted  the request of the petitioner for g rant of 

dependant family pension under the impugned orders sta ting  tha t 

the petitioner is not elig ib le as per the revised  polic y vide 

p roc eed ings F.No.112/ 12/ 2015-FF (HC) da ted  27.2.2014 (in the 

c ounter a ffidavit it is rec tified  as 27.2.2015). 
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4. Respondent Nos. 1 and  2 filed  a  deta iled  c ounter a ffidavit 

denying the materia l a llega tions made in the a ffidavit filed  in 

support of the Writ Petition and  c ontended  inter-a lia  tha t the 

petitioner is not entitled  for the family pension in the light of Clause 

1.5 of the Regula tions issued  in p roc eed ings F.No.45/ 03/ 2014-FF (P) 

da ted  6.8.2014, whic h c ontemp la tes tha t no pension sha ll be 

sanc tioned  in the name of the freedom fighter a fter his/ her dea th 

even if his/ her matter was under examina tion.  The same a lso enta ils 

tha t no life time a rrea rs or dependant pension sha ll be sanc tioned  

to his/ her  spouse/ daughter a fter the dea th of the freedom fighter, 

apart from other aspec ts. 

5. In the c ase on hand , admitted ly, though the petitioner 

submitted  an app lic a tion for g rant of pension in p lac e of her 

husband  being a  freedom fighter, the same was not sanc tioned  till 

issuanc e of the revised  guidelines.  When Clause 1.5 puts an 

embargo for c onsidera tion of g rant of pension to the dependants, it 

c annot be sa id  tha t the petitioner is entitled  for the family pension.   

6. Therefore, this Court is of the op inion tha t there is no 

irregula rity or illega lity in the order passed  by respondent No.2 in 

rejec ting  the c la im of the petitioner. 

7. Ac c ord ing ly, the Writ Petition is d ismissed . 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  

d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

 

__________________ 

                                               P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

Da te: 26.11.2018 
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