
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.7247 of 2018 

ORDER: 

 With the c onsent of both the c ounsel, this writ petition is being  

d isposed  of a t the stage of admission. 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……. to issue an appropriate Writ ,  Order or direct ion 

preferably one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus and to 

declare the Impugned Proceedings No.D12/ 110/ SA/ 2013, 

dated NiI.08.2013 of the 2nd respondent  by discharging the 

services of the pet it ioner as a Filed Assistant  from Rayawaram 

Village, Ligala Mandal,  Mahaboobnagar Dist rict  (Nagarkurnool 

Dist rict ) now without  considering any of the explanat ion 

submit ted by the pet it ioner in detail and without  conduct ing 

any proper enquiry and also without  any applicat ion of mind 

the Impugned Orders were passed is highly il legal, arbit rary, 

unreasonable discriminatory and also in violat ion of Arts 14, 

16 and 21 of  the Const itut ion of India and declare the same as 

bad in law and set  aside the same and consequent ly direct  the 

respondents to reinstate the pet it ioner into service as a Filed 

Assistant  in Rayawaram Village, Lingala Mandal, Nagarkurnool 

Dist rict ,  with all consequent ial benefits …….” . 

  

Heard  Sri C.Ra ja  Sekhar Reddy, the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner and  Ms.R.Padma Rekha , the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel 

for the respondents.   

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

appointed  as Field  Assistant during  the year 2010 and  he has been 

d isc harg ing his duties to the best sa tisfac tion of his superiors and  

every one c onc erned . While d isc harg ing  his duties as Field  Assistant, 

the respondents have tempora rily suspended  the petitioner from 

servic e vide p roc eed ings da ted  18.04.2013 on the a lleged  ground  

tha t he has indulged  in c erta in irregula rities as per the aud it report.  

Therea fter, the petitioner has submitted  exp lana tion.  Without 
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c onsidering  the sa id  exp lana tion and  without c onduc ting  any 

enquiry, the respondents have stra ight away removed  the 

petitioner from servic e vide order da ted  nil.08.2013.  Aggrieved  by 

the same, the petitioner filed  appea l before the 3rd  respondent on 

21.02.2017.  But, the 3rd  respondent has not passed  any orders on 

the sa id  appea l. 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t appropria te 

orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 3rd  respondent to 

c onsider the appea l p referred  by the petitioner and  pass 

appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for respondents has 

c ontended  tha t the appea l p referred  by the petitioner would  be 

c onsidered  by the 3rd  respondent and  appropria te orders would  be 

passed  in ac c ordanc e with law.  

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

lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  view 

tha t this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting the 3rd  

respondent to c onsider the appea l p referred  by the petitioner on 

21.02.2017 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.  

 As a  sequel, misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, in this writ 

petition sha ll stand  c losed .  

            

                                       __________________________________ 

        JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

19.06.2019 

Prv 
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