
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.15682 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 an order, direct ion or writ  more 

part icularly in the nature of writ  of mandamus declaring 

inact ion of the respondent  No.1 on his appeal f iled aggrieved 

by rej ect ion of his requisit ion to assign him not ional seniority 

in the cadre of Sub-Inspector of Police (SPF) on par with 2008 

batch appointees rej ected by Respondent  No 2 vide Memo 

dated 13.05.2014 bearing Rc.No.A1/ SPF/ 60/ Seniorit y/  

obj ect ions/ S Is/ 2014 as arbit rary and violat ive of principles 

of natural j ust ice, infringing the right  of pet it ioner made 

there under and consequent ly direct  the respondent  No 1 to 

dispose of his appeal preferred seeking to assign not ional 

seniority to the pet it ioner on par with 2008 batch appointees 

with in a st ipulated t ime period ……” . 

 

Heard  Mr.D.V.Sudhir Kumar, the lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner 

and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Home. 

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

appointed  to the post of Sub-Inspec tor of Polic e during  Dec ember, 

2007 and  while undergoing  tra ining , he has suffered  an injury and  

he was referred  to the Osmania  Genera l Hosp ita l for trea tment and  

a fter taking  trea tment for 45 days, he has reported  to the Tra ining 

p rogramme, but, his name was deleted  from the tra ining  

p rogramme and  he was sent for tra ining  in the next ba tc h and  

c onsequently, he has lost seniority on par with his ba tc hmates.  

Aggrieved  by the same, the petitioner has submitted  a  

rep resenta tion to the 2nd  respondent requesting to assign notiona l 

seniority a long with ba tc hmates of 2008, but the 2nd  respondent has 

rejec ted  the c ase of the petitioner.  Aggrieved  by the same, the 
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petitioner has p referred  an appea l during  the year 2015.  But, so fa r, 

the respondents have not passed  any orders on the sa id  appea l. 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners submits tha t appropria te 

orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 1st respondent to 

c onsider and  d ispose of the appea l p referred  by the petitioner 

during  the year 2015. 

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 

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

and  appropria te orders would  be passed  on the appea l p referred  

by the petitioner in ac c ordanc e with the Rules. 

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

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

the 1st respondent to c onsider and  d ispose of the appea l p referred  

by the petitioner within four weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  

c opy of this order. 

From a  perusa l of the c opy of the appea l filed  a long with the 

writ petition, it is evident tha t no da te or ac knowledgment is 

furnished  in the c opy of appea l.  If the 1st respondent has rec eived  

the appea l, then only the 1st respondent would  pass orders.  If no 

appea l is p referred  by the petitioner, the 1st respondent need  not 

pass any orders pursuant to the above d irec tion.   

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: 25-07-2019 

Prv 
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