
 

   HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. No.6186 OF 2006 

 

ORDER:                                                                                      

 

 Heard  Mr.C.Buc hi Reddy for petitioners and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader for Panc haya t Ra j. 

  

The petitioners c ha llenge the selec tion of 7th and  8th 

respondents as Field  Assistants of Vamkeswaram and  Laxmapoor BK 

Gram Panc haya ts, Amrabad  Manda l, Mahaboobnaagr Distric t, as 

illega l, a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l. 

  

Briefly sta ted  the c ase of petitioners is tha t the appointment 

of 7th and  8th respondents as Field  Assistants is c ontra ry to A.P. Rura l 

Emp loyment Guarantee Sc heme being imp lemented  under the 

p rovisions of Na tiona l Rura l Emp loyment Guarantee Ac t, 2005 and  

a lso the resolutions da ted  28.02.2006 and  06.03.2006 respec tively. 

Ac c ord ing to petitioners, onc e the resolutions a re adop ted  and  

approved  by the Gram Sabha  under the c ha irmanship  of 

Sarpanc h, the appointment of 7th and  8th respondents basing on 

resolution passed  in the absenc e of Sarpanc h is illega l and  

unsusta inab le. 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for petitioners has substantia lly repea ted  the 

very same submissions in the c ourse of his a rguments.  The Assistant 

Government Pleader, on the other hand , c ontends tha t the 

doc uments relied  upon by petitioners prima  fac ie  a re untenab le, 

and  ac c ord ing to respondent No.4, Gram Sabha  was  not 

c onduc ted  on 25.02.2006 for selec tion of c and ida tes as Field  
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Assistants, but was c onduc ted  on 02.03.2006.  He p lac es strong 

relianc e upon the stand  taken in pa ragraph 3 of the c ounter 

a ffidavit. 

 

 The short point for c onsidera tion is whether the selec tion and  

appointment of 7th and  8th respondents as Field  Assistants is vitia ted  

for the grounds a lleged  by the petitioners?   

 

It is not in d ispute tha t the appointment as Field  Assistant c an 

be done only on the resolution passed  by the Gram Sabha .   It is not 

the c ase of petitioners tha t the resolution passed  by Gram Sabha  

a ttac hes importanc e only when it is p resided  by the Sarpanc h of 

tha t village.  Now two sets of resolutions a re p lac ed  before the 

Court, one is in favour of 7th and  8th respondents and  another is in 

favour of petitioners. After perusing the stand  taken by 4th 

respondent in the c ounter a ffidavit and  the surround ing 

c irc umstanc es about not c onvening the meeting  on 25.02.2006,                  

I am inc lined  to ac c ep t rep ly g iven by 4th respondent in the c ounter 

a ffidavit pa rtic ula rly in the absenc e of rep ly a ffidavit by petitioners 

or further materia l in this beha lf.   I do not see any reason to 

d isbelieve the stand  taken by 4th respondent. The writ petition fa ils 

and  ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  No order as to c osts.  

 

___________                                   

          S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te:22.09.2016 

Stp  
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