
 

 

 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

 

 

WRIT PETITION No.26807 of 2003 

 

ORDER: 

 

 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking  to issue a  writ of Mandamus 

dec la ring  the order of the 1st respondent-Commissioner of 

Endowments issued  vide D.Dis.No.B3/ 45978/ 2001 da ted  30.3.2001 

and  the c onsequentia l seniority list as bad  and  a rb itra ry. 

 Heard  Sri V.S.R.Anjaneyulu, lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner 

and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Endowments. 

 It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t he was 

appointed  as night wa tc hman on 3.11.1988 in the offic e of the 4th 

respondent-Exec utive Offic er and  therea fter p romoted  as tic ket 

c ollec tor on 30.4.1992. Even though he was shown as tic ket 

c ollec tor in the p roc eed ings issued  by the 4th respondent-Exec utive 

offic er da ted  30.4.1992, he is d isc harg ing the duties of Junior 

Assistant. It has been further c ontended  by the petitioner tha t in the 

p rovisiona l seniority list issued  by the 2nd  respondent-Dy. 

Commissioner of Endowments da ted  21.12.1995, he was shown a t 

Sl.No.24 and  one A.Demullu was shown a t sl.No.26 and  in the fina l 

seniority list, he was shown a t Sl.No.35 and  one Sri A.Demullu was 

shown a t Sl.No.26. In respec t of Sri A.Demullu, the da te of 

appointment as tic ket c ollec tor was shown as 1.12.1992 and  the 

da te of appointment of the petitioner as tic ket c ollec tor was shown 

as 8.5.2001. Cha lleng ing the same, the p resent writ petition is filed . 
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 It is submitted  by the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner tha t 

the ac tion of the respondents in a ltering  the da te of appointment 

of the petitioner in the c adre of tic ket c ollec tor  is a rb itra ry and  tha t 

the da te of initia l appointment of the petitioner should  a lso be 

rec koned  from the year 1992 as was shown in the c ase of Sri 

A.Demullu. 

 Learned  Government Pleader had  c ontended  tha t the 

petitioner is having a lterna tive remedy of p referring  an appea l 

aga inst the fina l seniority list and  without exhausting  the same, he 

filed  the p resent writ petition. Learned  Government Pleader had  

further c ontended  tha t the petitioner was p romoted  as Attender 

and  he tha t he was hold ing  the post of tic ket c ollec tor is not true. 

Learned  Government Pleader a lso c ontended  tha t the post of 

tic ket c ollec tor is not equiva lent to the post of Junior Assistant and  

when a  regula r vac anc y in the c adre of Junior Assistant had  a risen, 

the c ase of the petitioner was c onsidered  in the year 2001 and  no 

irregula rity has been c ommitted  by the respondents. 

 This c ourt having c onsidered  the submissions made by both 

the parties is of the c onsidered  view tha t ends of justic e would  be 

met, if the petitioner is d irec ted  to submit a  fresh rep resenta tion to 

the respondents. 

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

petitioner to submit a  fresh rep resenta tion to the respondents 

ventila ting his g rievanc e within one week from the da te of rec eip t 

of a  c opy of this order and  on rec eip t of suc h rep resenta tion, the 

respondents a re d irec ted  to c onsider the same and  pass 
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appropria te orders, in ac c ordanc e with rules, within a  period  of four 

weeks therea fter. No c osts. 

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

        

                    

___________________________ 

                  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 

 

Date: 10/ 10/ 2018 

lkv    

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


