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

TUESDAY THE FIFTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY ONE

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE B.VIJAYSEN REDDY

WRIT PETITION NO: 25005 OF 2021

Between:

AND

Chinthala Madanaiah, 5/0 Rayamaliu, Aged aboul 80 years, General Mazdoor at
QCP-I  Inchne, Singareni  Collieries  Company  Limited, RG-Ul  Area,
Godavankhani, Peddapalli District.

~PETITIONER

. The Singareni Celieries Company Limited, Rep, by its Chairman and Managing

Directar, Kothagudem, Bhadradr Kolhagudem Distrct

The General Manager {Personnel), RC, IR and PM, Singareni Collieries
Company Limitad, Kothagudem, Bhadradri Kothagudem District.

. The Deputy General Manager, OCP-|, Singareni Collieries Company Limited,

RG-1I Area, Godavarikhani, Peddapally District,

. The Chiaf Madical Officer, Main Hospital, Singareni Collieries Company Limited,

Kothagudem, Bhadradri Kothagudem District,

RESPONDENTS

Petition under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleasead to
issue a writ or order or direction, especially one in the nature of Wit of Mandamus

i}

daclara the action of the respondents in not referring the petitioner to tha
Medical Board, as illegal and arbitrary
consequently direct the respondents to refer the petitionar to the Corporate
Medical Board and as=ass his fitness

1A NO: 1 OF 2021

FPetition under Section 151 CPC praying thal in the aireumstances statad in the

affidavit filad in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to dirsct the
respondents to refer the petitioner to the Corporaie Medical Board o assess his
fitmass, farlhwith, panding dispoesal of the above writ petition

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl K VASUDEVA REDDY

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI1. J SREENIVASA RAD, SC FOR SINGARENIC

The Court made the following:



THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE B. VIJAYSEN REDDY

WRIT PETITION No.25005 of 2021
ORDER:

The petitioner claims that he was initially appointed as Badl
Filler in the respondent No.l/company. He was converted as General
Mazdoor, On account of hazardous warking cenditions, the petitioner
suffered from several ailments Including severe knee pains and
uefective hearing. Due to such ailments, the petitioner was qol able to
porform ns duties. He took treatment in the ressoncent — COITIENY
hospital. He was referred to private Rospitals for bettor Treatmans oub
to-no a@wa . He reguested the respondents to refor ~im o COTporans
medical board (0 the month of Sestermber 2014 to examine hie fitmess
Huwever, despile lapse of more than sx vears, the petitiorer aid no
receive any communication from the respondents and Fe was not

referrad to corparate rmeadica! Board,

2. It Is stated that the respondent No.Lfcempany  constibuted
corporate medical board to evaluate the health condition and fitness af
the employees to continue in service. The authorities of the
respongent No.lfcompany are well aware of the health condition of
tae petitioser, The petitioner claims that due to continuous medication,
he could not recover from his illness. Hence, he 5 entitled to b

referres to medizal oeard to valugme his filness,

Lad

e relief sougnt for in the writ petition is to refer thi peLitioner

te Llhe medical board to assess his Stness far-kwith,

i, Meard Mr. K. Vasudeva Raday, learned counse! for the petitioner
and Mr. 1 Sreenives Rao, learned standing counsel for Singareni

Collieries,

L R—
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¥ Learncd standing counse! submitted that the petitioner retired
an attaining the age of superannuation arnd by suppressing the same,
the petitiorer has approzched this Court seeking reliel to refer alm 1o
corporate medial board. There is no relevant material filed along with
the writ petition. He also relied on the orders passed by this Court In
WPR.NG 1587 of 2019 dated 30.01.20189 and WP.Mo. 13606 of 2019

dated 30.08.2019, whereunder request of similarly placed employees

ware rejected.

6. Even assuming that the petitioner fhas requestea the
~espondents te refer him to corporale medical board n the year 2014,
po nlg own volition he retired frarm sorvice on atiaining the sge of
superannuation, 1t Is abvicus as an after thought, the petiticher has
naw approached this Court wilth unclean hands in order to claim
certain benefits provided by the company o the smpioyees declared

unfit, such as, dependant #mployment etc.

r ) The petitioner, who had retired on attaining the age of
superannuation, does not have any right whatsoever to seek a
direction to refer him to medical board. The petitioner should have
taken necessary steps before accepting retirement on attaining the
age of superannuation. If the petitioner had grievance that he should
have been retired on medical grounds but not on attainment of age of
superannuation, such objection should nave begn raisea at aporoprate
time before his retifement, Having retived in the year 2017,
on attaining the age of superannustian, the petitioner has now ComE
kefore this Court seeking 2 direction to refer him to medical boarg,
which is totally misconcelved. In the sforesaid orders this Coust has
catagorically held that sirce the petitioners therein had retired from

service on attaning the ags of superannustion, na relief can De
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granted to underdo medical re-examing

tian and the writ petitions were

dismissed.

The writ petition is misconcelvea and accordingty dismissed,

Pending miscellzneous setitions, iF any, snall stand closed, Thers shall
he no ardes as 1o Cosks,

ED.'-E.HARTHIHE\"AM
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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HIGH COURT

DATED:05/10/2021

ORDER
WP .Ne.25005 of 2021

Dismissing the WP
Without costs.




