HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
{Special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESEAY, THE FOURTH DAY OF NOVEMEER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HON'ELE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION No. 5152 OF 2013

Betweean:

5. Raja Rao, S/o. Late Jakkaiah, age 63 years, Occ: Head Constable Mo 2483
{Retired), Rio.H.No. 3-112/C/%7. Boduppal, Hyderabad.

..PETITIONER

AND

1. The Commissioner of Police, Hyderabad City, State of Telangana, Basheerbagh.
Hyderabad.

¢ The Superintendent of Police, Nalgonda, Malgonda District.
3. The Accountant General State of Tefangana, Saifabad, Hyderabad.

4. State of Telangana, rep. by its Principal Secretary, Homa Departmeant,
Zecretariat Buildings, Hyderabad.

- RESPONDENTS

Petition under Arlicle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in tha
circumstances stated in the sffidawt filed therewilth, the High Court may be pleased (o
issue & Writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus by declaring the entire action of the respondents, paricularly the entire
action of the 3™ respondent in not releaging the Gratuity amount to the petitioner,
even though he retired from service as on A0.11.2014. inspite of necessary proposals
subrnitted by the 2™ respondent vide his letter C.No. 6332/P8/2014 dt. 24.10.2014,
requesting the 3™ respondent to release the gratuity amount of the petitioner is as
highly illegat, arbitrary, unjust, improper, colorable exercise of power, vindictive
attitude  angd  violative of Aricle 14 and 300-A of Constitution of India and
consequently direct the respondents lo forthwith release and 0 pay the graluily

amaount of the petitioner with interest @ 24% per annum from the date of retirement
till actual payment is made Lo the petitioner

1A NO: 1 OF 2018

Pelition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumsiances stated in the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct the
respondents 1o forthwith 1o pay tha gratuity amount of the petiticher.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR SANTHAPUR SATYANARAYANA RAO
Counsel for the Respondent Nos, 1,284: GP FOR HOME
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. NARSIMHA SARMA

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION No.5152 of 2019

DER:

This Writ Petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, Is filed seeking to issue 2 writ of Mandamus declaring the
action of the respondents, particularly the 3™ respondent, in not
releasing the Gratuity amount to the petitioner, even though the
petitioner has retired from service on 30.11.2014 and in spite of
necessary proposals submitted by the 2" respondent vide letter
C.N0.B332/P6/2014, dated 24.10.2014, requesting the 3%
respondent to release the gratuity amount of the petitioner, as
arbitrary and illegal, and caonsagquently, direct the respondents to
forthwith release the gratuity amount of the petitioner with
interast @24% per annum from the date of retirement till the

date of actual payment made to the petitioner.

2, Heard Sri 5.5atyanarayana Raog, learned counsel for the
petitioner and 5rl B.Narsimha Sarma, learned Standing Counsel

far 3™ respondent.

Js It has been contended by the petitioner that the petitioner
was Initially appointed as a Police Constable on 22,.08.1978,
Subsequently, he was promoted as a Head Constable in the year
2014 and ultimately he retired from service on attaining the age
of superannuation on 30.11.2014. He contended that after
retirement, the petitioner was paid all the pensicnary benefits,
except the gratuity amount an the ground that the petitioner has

not paid the GPF subscription, and accardingly, the 3



responcent has denied for payment of gratuity amount to the
petitioner. He further contended that the 2™ respondent vide
letter, dated 24.10,2014, has informed the 3™ respondent that
the GPF subscription, pavable by the petitioner, was recovered
from the salary of the petitioner and hence, recommended o the
3" respondent that the gratuity amount, to which the petitioner
is entitled, may be released in favour of the petitioner. In spite
af the same, the 3™ respondent has not passed any orders on
the said recommendations so far, Therefore, learned counsel for
the petitioner contendad that appropriate orders may be passed
directing the 3™ respondent to pass appropriate orders on the
recommendations made by the 2" respondent for release of
gratuity amount to the petitioner, within a reasonable pericd of

time.

4, Learned Standing Counsel appearing for the 3™ respondent
would submit that since the 2™ respondent has recommended
the 3™ respondent for release of GPF amount in favour of the
petitioner vide letter, dated 24.10.2014, the 3™ respondent
would consider the same and pass appropriate orders In

accordance with faw,

5. This Court, having considered the rival submissicns made
by the learned counsel for the respective parties, is of the
considered view that this Writ Petition can be disposed of
directing the 3'Y respondent to conslider the recommendations
made by tha 2™ respondent vide letter, dated 24.10.2014, for

raleasze of gratuity amount, to which the petitioner is entitled to,



in favour of the petitiener, and pass appropriate orders, in
accordance with law, as early as possible, preferably within a

pericd of two (2) manths from the date of receipt of a copy of

this order.

B. With the above observation, this Writ Petition is disposed

of.

Miscellanepus petitions, If any, pending shatl stand closed.

Mo cosks.

SDLNAGALAKSHMI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

HTRUE COPY!f oy
SECTION OFFICER
To,
1. The Commissioner of Police, Hyderabad City, State of Telangana, Basheerbagh.
Hyderabad.
2. The Superintendant of Police, Nalgonda, Malgonda District.
3. The Accountant Genaral, State of Telangana, Saifabad, Hyderabad.
4.The Principal Secretary, Home Dapartment, State of Telangana, Secretariat
Buildings. Hyderabad.
5. One CC fo Sri. Santhapur Satyanarayana Rao, Advocate [OPUC]
6. Ona C.C. 1o Sri. B, Marsimha Sarma, Advocate [OPUC]
7. Two CCs to GP for Home, High Court for the State of Telangana. [OUT]
4. Two CD Copias
Prk



HIGH COURT

DATED:D4/11/2020

ORDER

e g
WP. No. 5152 of 2018 \ﬂ-;_, f‘/
g

= - e
o Ttﬁf
AL

Disposing of the WP,
without costs.
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