
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 26308 OF 2012 

ORDER:  

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel  for the petitioner and  the lea rned  

Add itiona l Stand ing Counsel appearing  for respondent No.1. 

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

“ …. to issue a  Writ or order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in 

the na ture of Writ of Mandamus dec la ring the ac tion of the 

respondent No. 1 in not c onsidering the petitioner app lic a tion da ted  

14.7.2005 a long with the app lic a tion submitted  by the petitioner 

husband  Cherukuri Pulla iah in file No. 112/ 4998/ 97-FF(HC)(F) da ted  

21.11.1997 for grant of Freedom Fighters Pension under Swatantra ta  

Sa inik Samman Pension Sc heme as bad , a rb itra ry, illega l and 

Unc onstitutiona l and  c onsequently d irec t the 1st  respondent herein to 

c onsider the petitioner app lic a tion da ted  14.7.2005 a long with the 

app lic a tion submitted  by the petitioner husband  Cherukuri Pulla iah in 

file No. 11/ 24998/ 97-FF(HC)(F) on 21.11.1997 and  grant Freedom 

Fighters Pension under Swatantra ta  Sa inik Samman Pension Sc heme 

1980, forthwith.”   

 

3. The spec ific  c ase of the petitioner is tha t respondent No.1 has 

not c onsidered  her app lic a tion da ted  14.7.2005 a long with the 

app lic a tion submitted  by her husband  in File No.11/ 24998/ 97-

FF(HC)(F) da ted  21.11.1997 for g rant of Freedom Fighters Pension 

under Swatantra ta  Sa inik Samman Pension Sc heme, 1980. 

4. Respondent No.1 filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit g iving  reasons for 

not sanc tioning the pension to the husband  of the petitioner.  Along 

with the c ounter a ffidavit, respondent No.1 enc losed  the 

p roc eed ings da ted  6.8.2003  where under it is mentioned  tha t the 

name of the border c amp mentioned  in the app lic a tion does not 

appear in the list of border c amps c ertified  by the erstwhile 

Hyderabad  Spec ia l Sc reening c ommittee and , therefore, the 
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husband  of the petitioner was not found  elig ib le for g rant of 

Swatantra ta  Sa inik Samman Pension . Ac c ord ing ly, a  letter was 

c ommunic a ted  to the petitioner vide p roc eed ings 

No.52/ CC/ 89/ 2012-FF (HC) da ted  30.8.2013 informing tha t the c la im 

of the petitioner for g rant of family pension on the basis of  

identific a tion doc uments da ted  14.7.2005 furnished  by her 

dec eased  husband , c annot be ac c ep ted .  It is a lso mentioned  tha t 

if a  fresh verific a tion report is rec eived  from the Sta te Government 

fulfilling  the elig ib ility c riteria  and  the evidentia ry requirements under 

the sc heme and  guidelines, the app lic a tion may be c onsidered . 

5. In view of the same, no further c ause would  survive in the 

p resent Writ Petition. 

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

7. It is need less to observe tha t if the petitioner is aggrieved   by 

p roc eed ings da ted  6.8.2003 and  30.8.2013,  she is a t liberty to take 

appropria te remed ies as ava ilab le under law. 

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: 19.11.2018 
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