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[3318]

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

SATURDAY, THE TWENTY NINTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI
AND
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO

WRIT PETITION NO: 26972 OF 2012

Between:
1. The Superintendent of Post Offices, Khammam Division, Khammam - 507003
2. The Postmaster General, Vijayawada Region, Vijayawada - 520003
3. The Chief Postmaster General, A.P.Circle, Hyderabad - 500001
4

. The Union of India rep. by the Director General, Department of Posts,
Dak Bhavan, New Delhi - 110001

...PETITIONERS
AND

D.Satyanarayana, S/o Late D.Ramaiah, Gramin Dak Sevak Postmaster,
Siripuram Kanigiri B.O., Khammam - 507165.

...RESPONDENTS
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue an order or direction more pa-rticularly in the nature of Writ of
Certiorari, calling for the records pertaining to order dated 14-09-2011 in
O.A. No.1001 of 2010 of the Hon'ble Central Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabad
Bench, Hyderabad and quash the same as illegal, arbitrary, contrary to law and

unconstitutional.
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WPMP. NO: 3433) OF 2012

Petition un ler Section 151 CPC praying that in the ¢ rzumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the orde - dated 14.09.2011 in O.A No. 1001 of (10 or the file of the
Hon'ble Central ‘\dministrative Tribunal, Hyderabad Bench, Hyderabad herein
pending disposal f the main writ petition.

Counsel for the F ztitioners: SRl GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR,
DEPUTY SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the F 2spondent: SRI K. JAGADISHWAR RED)Y

The Court made t e following: ORDER
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HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

AND
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO

W.P.N0.26972 OF 2012

When the matter 1s taken up for hearing, 1t 1s nouced that
this Court has not suspended the order passed by the Central
Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabad (for short the “Tribunal’) in
0O.A.No.1001 of 2010, dated 14.09.2011, which means that the
order passed by the Tribunal has been worked out on its own.

In view of the same, this Court 1s not inclined to interfere
with the orders passed by the Tribunal. Accordingly, the Writ
Petition 1s dismussed as infructuous. No costs.

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending shall stand closed.

Sd/- N. RAJ GOPAL
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR »
ITRUE COPY!// c / y

SECTION OFFICER
To,

1. One CC to Sri Gadi Praveen Kumar, Deputy Solicitor General of
India, Advocate [OPUC]

2. One CC to Sri K. Jagadishwar Reddy, Advocate [OPUC]
3. Two CD Copies

GJ
SN
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HIGH COUIRT
AKS,J

&

RRN,J

DATED:2€/10/2022

ORDER

WP.N0.26972 of 2012

DISMISSING: THE WRIT PETITION
AS INFRUC TUQUS
WITHOUT COSTS

N



