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THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE SANJAY KUMAR

WRIT PETITION E\IO.7486 OF 2005

ORDER

The petitioners in this case are aggrieved by the letter dated
26.02.2005 addressed by the Superintending Engineer, Operation Circle,
Andhra Pradesh Eastern Power Distribution Company Limited
(APEPDCL), Vizianagaram, whereby their request for recruitment under
B.P.Ms.N0.36 dated 18.05.1997 was rejected. They also sought a
consequential direction to the respondents to absorb them as Junior
Linemen.

No interim orders were granted by this Court in this writ petition.

Ms. Geethanjali Devi, learned counsel representing Dr. P.B.
Vijaya Kumar, learned counsel for the petitioners, stated that the
petitioners worked as contract labour in Buchannakoneru Sub-station,
Vizianagaram, and Zami Village Sub-station, Vizianagaram, under the
control of the APEPDCL. According to her, they are entitled to absorption
in terms of B.P.Ms.N0.36 dated 18.05.1997.

Sri M. Ravindra, learned standing counsel for APEPDCL, on the
other hand, contended that the said B.P.Ms. would have no application to
the petitioners. He pointed out that under para 4 of the B.P.Ms.N0.36
dated 18.05.1997, the erstwhile Andhra Pradesh State Electricity Board
ordered that contract labour, other than those engaged in 33 abolished
categories, in generating stations should be considered for selection and
appointment against 50% existing vacancies in the stipulated posts. The

learned standing counsel stated that as the APEPDCL does not



undertake power generation and is only a distribution company, the
petitioners cannot claim the relief of absorption in terms of B.P.Ms.No0.36
dated 18.05.1997. As to these contentions put forth by the learned
standing counsel, Ms. Geethanjali Devi, learned counsel, has no answer.

In that view of the matter, this Court finds no reason to interfere in
this matter. The writ petition is accordingly dismissed. Pending
miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall also stand dismissed. No order as

to costs.

SANJAY KUMAR, J
11t AUGUST, 2015
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