
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD
 

FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AND THE STATE OF ANDHRA
PRADESH

 
TUESDAY, THE EIGHTH DAY OF MARCH TWO THOUSAND AND

SIXTEEN 
 

Present
                    HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE A.V.SESHA SAI

 
WRIT PETITION No.40210 of 2015

 

Between:
 
M. Ravinder Reddy,
S/o. Late M. Bapu Reddy,
Aged: 43 years, Occ: Pump Machanic,
R/o.H.No.1-53, Chinthakani Village,
Presently working at
Mandal: Mahamuttaram,
District: Karimnagar & 26 others

.. Petitioners
 
AND                      
 
The State of Telangana,
It’s rep. by the Principal Secretary
To the Panchayat Raj Department
(Rural Development),
Secretariat, Hyderabad & 32 others

.. Respondents
 

 

The Court made the following:
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE A.V.SESHA SAI
 

WRIT PETITION No.40210 of 2015
 

ORDER:

                                                                                      

          This writ petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India for the following relief:

 
            “to issue a Writ, Order or Direction more particularly one in
the Nature of Mandamus declare the action of the oral direction of

the 4th and 5th respondents to the 8th to 33rd respondents in oral
termination of the service of the Petitioners in the organization of
the respondents from 01.10.2015 as illegal, arbitrary, unjust,
unconstitutional, unlawful and against to the provisions of the
Contract Labour (Regulation & Abolition) Act, 1970 and against to
an Article 12, 14, 16, 19, 21 and 23 of the Constitution of India and
against to the Principles of Natural Justice and against to the
Judgment of an Apex Court and set aside the same.”
 

          2.       Heard Sri Chikkudu Prabhakar, learned counsel for the

petitioners, learned Government Pleader for Panchayat Raj for

respondents 1, 2 and 4, learned Government Pleader for Irrigation for

respondents 3 and 6, learned Government Pleader for Labour for 7th

respondent and Sri G. Narender Reddy, learned Standing Counsel for

respondents 5 and 8 to 33.

 

          3.       When the matter is taken up, it is stated by the learned

counsel for the petitioners that for redressal of the grievance of the

petitioners, the petitioners herein submitted a representation, dated

19.10.2015, to the District Collector, Karimnagar District (4th

respondent) and no action has been taken on the said representation

and the learned counsel for the petitioners has requested this Court to

direct the 4th respondent to take appropriate direction on the said



representation, in accordance with law, by fixing some time frame. 

The said request is not opposed by the other side.     

 

          4.       For the aforesaid reasons, the Writ Petition is disposed of,

without expressing any opinion on the merits and demerits of the issue

and the entitlement of the petitioners, directing the District Collector,

Karimnagar (4th respondent) to pass appropriate orders on the

representation, dated 19.10.2015, said to have been submitted by the

petitioners, in accordance with law, within a period of six (6) weeks

from the date of receipt of copy of this order.  There shall be no order

as to costs.  Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in this writ petition

shall stand closed.

 
                                                                        _____________________

A.V.SESHA SAI, J
 

Date: 8th March, 2016               
 
KL
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