
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.37344 of 2013 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …… to issue writ ,  order or direct ion more part icularly 

one in the nature of Writ  Of Mandamus declaring the act ion of 

the 1st respondent  in not  considering the Appeal dated 

18.12.2012, which was preferred against  Force Order No 

98/ 2012, dated 1.6.2012 issued by the 2nd respondent  inspite of  

legal not ice dated 5.4.2013 is il legal, arbit rary and violat ive of 

Art icles 14 & 16 of Const itut ion of India and consequent ly direct  

the 1st respondent  to reinstate the pet it ioner duly considering 

the Appeal dated 18.12.2012, which was preferred against  Force 

Order No.98/ 2012 dated 1.6.2012 issued by the 2nd respondent  

…..” . 

 

 Heard  Mr.J.M.Na idu, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner and  the 

lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for respondents. 

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

appointed  as Constab le on 18.11.1979.  While he was d isc harg ing  

his duties, the respondents have forc ib ly issued  orders of c ompulsory 

retirement vide Forc e Order No.98/ 2012 da ted  01.06.2012.   

Cha lleng ing the same, the petitioner has p referred  an appea l 

before the 1st respondent on 18.12.2012.  But, so fa r, the 1st 

respondent has not passed  any orders on the appea l p referred  by 

the petitioner nor reinsta ted  the petitioner into servic e. 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner c ontended  tha t 

appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 1st 

respondent to d ispose of the appea l p referred  by the petitioner on 

18.12.2012 aga inst Forc e Order No.98/ 2012 da ted  01.06.2012. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for respondents has 

c ontended  tha t the 1st respondent would  c onsider the appea l filed  
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by the petitioner and  appropria te orders would  be passed  in 

ac c ordanc e with law.   

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 the appea l p referred  by the 

petitioner on 18.12.2012 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  

20-02-2019 

Prv 
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