
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 
 

 

WRIT PETITION No.11902 of 2019 
 

 

ORDER : 
 

 With the c onsent of both the parties, this Writ Petition is 

being d isposed  of a t the admission stage. 

When the matter is taken up  for hearing , lea rned  c ounsel 

for the petitioners submits tha t the issue ra ised  in this writ petition 

is squarely c overed  by the judgment of this Court in 

W.P.No.47828 of 2018 da ted  30.01.2019 and  therefore the 

p resent writ petition a lso be a llowed  in terms of the above sa id  

judgment.  

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners submits tha t the 

petitioners a re a ll working as c ook, helper and  sweeper etc ., 

from 1983 to 1988 and  the petitioners a re aggrieved  by the 

ac tion of the respondents in not regula rising  their servic es in 

terms of G.O.Ms.No.212, da ted  22.04.1994 and  the judgment 

rendered  by the Hon’b le Supreme Court in B. SRINIVASULU v. 

NELLORE MUNICIPAL CORPORATION in Civil Appea l No.6318 of 

2015, da ted  17.08.2015, and  a lso the orders passed  in 

W.P.No.33936 of 2011 and  ba tc h, da ted  02.05.2018.   He further 

submits tha t appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition 

d irec ting  the respondents to c onsider the c ases of the petitioners 

for regula risa tion of their servic es in their respec tive c a tegories, in 

terms of the sa id  G.O. and  the judgments, referred  to above.  
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 The lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es appearing 

for the respondents, in p rinc ip le, has not d isputed  about the 

app lic ab ility of judgment da ted  30.01.2019 rendered  by this 

Court in W.P.No.47828 of 2018, however, he has pointed  out tha t 

petitioner No.6 is aged  about 70 years and  henc e her c ase 

c annot be c onsidered  for regula risa tion of servic es as she has 

a tta ined  the age of superannua tion and  c ontends tha t the writ 

petition as aga inst the sa id  petitioner may be d ismissed , while 

a llowing the writ petition in respec t of other petitioners.   

 This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

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

c onsidered  view tha t sinc e a ll the petitioners a re working with 

the respondents from 1983 to 1988 and  they a re fully elig ib le and  

qua lified  for regula riza tion of their servic es in terms of 

G.O.Ms.No.212, da ted  22.04.1994 and  a lso the judgments of the 

Supreme Court referred  to supra , the servic es of the petitioners 

c an be regula rized .  Further, the c ontention of the lea rned  

Government Pleader tha t the petitioner No.6 has a tta ined  the 

age of superannua tion and  henc e she is not entitled  for 

regula risa tion of servic es c annot be ac c ep ted  as the sa id  G.O. 

and  the judgments, referred  to supra , a re app lic ab le to the c ase 

of petitioner No.6 a lso. 

     Therefore, the writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  

the respondents to c onsider the c ases of a ll the petitioners, 
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inc lud ing petitioner No.6, for regula risa tion of their servic es in 

their respec tive c a tegories, irrespec tive of the fac t tha t the 

petitioners have c rossed  the age of 60 years or below the age of 

60 years, stric tly in terms of G.O.Ms.No.212, da ted  22.04.1994 and  

a lso by taking into ac c ount the judgment rendered  by the 

Hon’b le Supreme Court in B. SRINIVASULU’s c ase (supra ) and  

a lso the orders passed  by this Court in W.P.No.33936 of 2011 and  

ba tc h, da ted  02.05.2018. It is made c lea r tha t the entire exerc ise 

sha ll be c omp leted  within a  reasonab le period , p referab ly, 

within a  period  of three (3) months 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 

17.06.2019. 
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