
 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.37945 of 2014 

 

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  of mandamus or direct  the 

respondent  to take f inal decision in pet it ioner case for 

conferring gallant ry award and related benefits …….” . 

 

Heard  Mr.Mahmood  Ali, the lea rned   c ounsel for  petitioner 

and  Mr.K.Lakshman, the lea rned  Assistant Solic itor Genera l for 2nd  

respondent.    

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t he is a  senior 

IPS offic er and  working as Add itiona l Direc tor Genera l of Polic e.  

He has ac hieved  rec ord  b reaking performanc e aga inst 

extremists in the Sta te of Andhra  Pradesh and  c rimina ls in Biha r 

and  he is entitled  for Ga llantry award  and  the 1st respondent has 

a lso rec ommended  his c ase to the 2nd respondent vide Memo 

da ted  15.04.2004. The 2nd respondent has passed  a  very c ryp tic  

order and  rejec ted  the c ase of the petitioner.   

The lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner has c ontended  tha t 

the 2nd  respondent ought to have c onsidered  the 

rec ommenda tions made by the 1st respondent and  passed  a  

speaking order by g iving  reasons.  But, the 2nd respondent has 
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rejec ted  the c ase of the petitioner vide p roc eed ings da ted  

06.04.2004, whic h reads as fo llows :- 

“ I  am directed to refer to your let ter No.25359/  

SCB/ A1/ 2003-3 dated 25th July, 2003 on the above subj ect  and 

to say that  the above proposal was considered carefully in this 

Minist ry but  it  is regret ted that  the same has not  been 

approved.”  

 

Exc ep t sta ting  the above, no reasons were forthc oming 

from the 2nd respondent.  Therefore, appropria te orders be 

passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 2nd respondent to re-

c onsider the rec ommenda tions made by the 1st respondent and  

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

The lea rned  Assistant Solic itor Genera l appearing  for the 

2nd respondent has c ontended  tha t if the petitioner submits fresh 

rep resenta tion to the 1st respondent and  if the 1st respondent 

rec ommends the c ase of the petitioner, the 2nd respondent 

would  c onsider and  pass appropria te orders 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 

petitioner to submit a  fresh representa tion to the 1st respondent 

within two weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  

Upon suc h representa tion being rec eived , the 1st respondent 

sha ll forward / rec ommend  the same to the 2nd respondent in 

another four weeks.  Upon suc h rec ommenda tion being  



 3 

rec eived , the 2nd respondent sha ll c onsider the same and  pass a  

deta iled  speaking order in another eight weeks.   

 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 

24.06.2019 

Prv 
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