
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.7437 of 2019 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is d isposed  of a t the stage of admission with 

the c onsent of both the pa rties. 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ….. to issue a Writ ,  Order or Direct ion, more 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus declaring 

the act ion of the Respondents in not  considering my case for 

count ing of  service from August , 1978 for the purpose of  

pension and other benefits and not  disposing of my 

representat ion, dated 8.9.2015 is wholly il legal, arbit rary 

and violat ive of Art icles 14, 16 and 21 of the Const itut ion of 

India and consequent ly declare that  the pet it ioner is ent it led 

for count ing of service from August  1978 for the purpose of  

pension and other pensionary benef its …..” .  

 

Heard  Mr.Ravi Kondaveeti, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner and  

the lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es-II. 

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

appointed  as NMR worker during  the year 1978 and  a fter rendering  

c onsiderab le length of servic e, his servic es were regula rized  with 

effec t from 10.02.1999 vide G.O.Rt.No.240, da ted  10.02.1999.  La ter 

on, he was further p romoted  and  fina lly he retired  from servic e on 

a tta ining  the age of superannua tion on 31.08.2016.   

The grievanc e of petitioner is tha t the ea rlier servic e rendered  

by him on NMR basis from August 1978 till 10.02.1999 is not being 

c ounted  for the purpose of pensionary benefits.  To tha t effec t, the 

petitioner has submitted  a  rep resenta tion to the respondents on 

12.07.2016 to the Minister of Endowments, who in turn, forwarded  

the sa id  rep resenta tion to the 2nd  respondent. 
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Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner has c ontended  tha t the 

earlier servic e rendered  by the petitioner on NMR basis has to be 

c ounted  for the purpose of pensionary benefits in terms of Rule 13 of 

the A.P.Revised  Pension Rules, 1980.  To tha t effec t, the petitioner 

has submitted  a  rep resenta tion on 08.09.2015.  But, the 2nd 

respondent has not passed  any orders on the representa tion 

submitted  by the petitioner.  Therefore, appropria te orders be 

passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 2nd  respondent to pass 

appropria te orders on the rep resenta tion submitted  by the 

petitioner. 

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for respondents has 

c ontended  tha t the c ase of the petitioner will be c onsidered  and  

appropria te orders would  be passed  in ac c ordanc e with law on the 

rep resenta tion submitted  by the petitioner.  

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t the writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  

the 2nd  respondent to c onsider the rep resenta tion submitted  by the 

petitioner on 08.09.2015 and  pass appropria te orders in 

ac c ordanc e with law, within a  period  of eight weeks from the da te 

of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 09-04-2019 

Prv 
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