
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.11383 of 2019 

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 writ  or direct ion preferably writ  of mandamus 

or any other appropriate writ  declaring act ion of the respondents in 

not  considering my representat ions dt  20.08.2014, 04.07.2015, 

14.04.2015, 02.08.2017, 20.09.2017, 16.08.2018 and 27.05.2019 

request ing the respondent  Nos.2 and 3 for count ing the services of 

Lecturer in University from 10.08.1973 to 03.12.1981 for pension as 

per G.O.Ms.No.5 dt .20.01.2006 and Orders of respondent  Nos.2 and 

3 vide Order No.MR-425/ 206/ 87/ Adm.1-2, dt .22.01.2005 and 

consequent ly direct  the respondent  Nos.2 and 3 to release my 

ret irement  benefits and other benefit  by count ing my past  service 

alongwith services of Reader from 24.12.1981 to 17.01.2001…….” . 

  

Heard  Sri K.Jagad ishwar Reddy, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner 

and  Sri Ch.Jagannadha  Rao, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for 

respondents 2 and  3.   

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

appointed  as Assoc ia te Lec turer in the respondent University on 

11.08.1972.  While he was d isc harg ing his duties as Assoc ia te 

Lec turer, he was selec ted  as a  Reader in the respondent University 

on 17.12.1981.  The petitioner has retired  from servic e on 17.01.2001 

and  ever sinc e then he has been making a  series of rep resenta tions 

to c onsider his c ase for c ounting  his past servic e and  extend ing 

servic e benefits for the servic e rendered  as a  Assoc ia te Lec turer.  

But, the respondents have not passed  any orders on the sa id  

rep resenta tions. 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for petitioner has c ontended  tha t 

the petitioner is aged  about 74 years and  he is d rawing less pension.  
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If the respondent University had  c ounted  the ea rlier servic e of the 

petitioner as Assoc ia te Lec turer, he would  have been entitled  for 

enhanc ed  pensionary benefits.  Therefore, appropria te orders be 

passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the respondents to c onsider the 

la test rep resenta tion submitted  by the petitioner on 27.05.2019 and  

pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for respondents 2 and  3 

has c ontended  tha t the petitioner has retired  on 17.01.2001 and  he 

has filed  p resent writ petition with the delay of nearly 18 years.  

Henc e, the writ petition is liab le to be d ismissed .   

 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 respondents 2 

and  3 to c onsider the rep resenta tion submitted  by the petitioner on 

27.05.2019 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 

11.06.2019 

Prv 
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