
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.25802 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 Order more in the nature of 

Writ  of Mandamus declaring the impugned act ion of the 

respondents in not  regularizing the services of the deceased 

employee in terms of  G.O.Ms.No.212, dt .22.04.1994 even 

proposals had made vide Lr.No.6743/ Lab/ Agril.College, 

R’ nagar/ 2015 dt .22/ 08/ 2015 by the 1st respondent  while in 

service for regularizat ion and ret iring her without  regularizing 

her services though she had completed 39 years of cont inuous 

service is il legal, arbit rary, unj ust  and violat ive of Art icles 14 

and 21 of the Const itut ion of India and consequent ly declare 

that  the deceased employee services are ent it led to be 

regularized w.e.f .  31/ 06/ 1984 the date on which she had 

completed f ive years of services as per the proposal referred 

to above herein in terms of G.O.Ms.No.212 dt  22/ 04/ 1994 and 

f ix her pay and pension in Revised Pay Scales from t ime to 

t ime and to sanct ion arrears with all consequent ial benefits 

and to release and to pay the same to the pet it ioner herein 

who is ent it led to be legal heir…...” .  

 

  Heard  Mr.M.Ramgopa l Rao, the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner and  the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the respondents. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t his mother was 

appointed  as a  c asua l labourer with the respondents on 01.07.1979 

and  a fter retiring  from servic e she d ied  on 16.10.2018.  The p roposa l 

with regard  to regula risa tion of the servic es of the petitioner’ s 

mother is pend ing and  on ac c ount of administra tive lapses, the 

servic es of petitioner’ s mother c ould  not be regula rized .  The 

petitioner has submitted  a  rep resenta tion to the respondents on 
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03.09.2019 requesting  to settle the termina l benefits in favour of the 

petitioner as he is the sole lega l heir of the dec eased  emp loyee.  

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

rep resenta tion nor c onsidered  the c ase of the petitioner for g rant of 

termina l benefits of the dec eased  emp loyee.   

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t appropria te 

orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the respondents to 

c onsider the representa tion submitted  by the petitioner on 

03.09.2019 and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents has 

c ontended  tha t sinc e the rep resenta tion of the petitioner is 

pend ing, the respondents would  c onsider the same and  pass 

appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

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 this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  the 

respondents to c onsider the representa tion submitted  by the 

petitioner on 03.09.2019 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. 

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

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 02-12-2019 

Prv 
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