
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE M. SEETHARAMA MURTI  

 

WRI T PETI TI ON No.27156 of  2006 

 

ORDER:- 

 
   

 This writ petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, is 

initially filed by the petitioners 1 to 8 seeking verbatim the following 

relief:- 

“ ...issue a Writ  of  Mandamus declar ing t he act ion of  t he 

respondent s in not  sending t he call let t ers pert aining t o t he 

int erview  t o be conduct ed on 29.12.2006 and 30.12.2006 or 

any other date depr iving t he pet it ioners r ight  t o be 

considered as i l legl, arbit rary and violat ing of  pr inciples of  

natural j ust ice and consequent ly direct  t he respondent s t o 

permit  t he pet it ioners t o at t end t he int erview  scheduled t o 

be conducted on 29.12.2006 and 30.12.2006 or any ot her 

date by sending t he call let t ers and pass such ot her order or  

orders…”  

 

  

2. On 29.12.2006, this Court, while admitting the writ petition, passed 

the following interim order:- 

“The Cent ral Pow er Dist r ibut ion Corporat ion, Andhra 

Pradesh, init ial ly issued a not if icat ion dat ed 14.06.2006 and 

fur t her issued revised not if icat ion in t he month of  

November, invit ing applicat ions for  appointment  of  Junior 

Lineman on year ly cont ract  basis.  As per t he not if icat ion, 

applicat ions w ere t o be f i led on or before 10.07.2006.  I t  is 

t he gr ievance of  t he pet it ioners t hat  t hough t hey are 

qualif ied and applied w it hin t he st ipulated t ime, t hey w ere 

not  issued any call let t ers t o consider t heir  claims t hough 

similar  such applicant s w ere issued call let t ers t o consider 

for  appointment .  I t  is submit t ed by t he learned counsel 

t hough t here is preference, not if ied for  serving cont ract  

labourers, how ever, t he pet it ioners cannot  be depr ived of  

very considerat ion.  As much as it  is st ated t hat  t he 

pet it ioners are qualif ied and applied w it hin t he st ipulated 

t ime, if  t hat  be so, respondent s shall consider along w it h 

t he eligible candidat es for  appointment  t o t he post  of  Junior  

Lineman on year ly cont ract  basis, subj ect  t o t heir  

possession of  requisit e qualif icat ions and all ot her 

condit ions not if ied and by follow ing due procedure, w hich is 

made applicable for  such appointment s, pending fur t her 

orders.”  

 

3. In obedience to the aforestated interim order of this Court, the 

respondents have taken action and called the petitioners for interviews 

and interviews were conducted on 30.12.2006.  Thereafter, along with 
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some other selected candidates, the petitioners 2, 4, 6, 7 and 8 herein 

were appointed to the post of ‘Junior Line Man’ on yearly contract basis 

and they were also allotted to respective divisions and they are presently 

working.  However, the same relief was not extended to the petitioners 1, 

3, and 5 herein, as the matter is sub judice and as this writ petition is 

pending. 

 

4. In the light of the aforestated facts, the learned counsel for the 

petitioners would submit that if the writ petition is disposed of with a 

direction to the petitioners 1, 3 and 5 herein to submit a representation 

for consideration of their cases, in strict accordance with the procedure 

established by law and on par with the petitioners 2, 4, 6, 7 and 8, whose 

cases were already considered, the grievance of the petitioners 1, 3 and 

5 would also be redressed and such a course would meet the ends of 

justice. 

 

5. On the other hand, Mr. M.Ravindra, the learned Standing Counsel 

for APEPDCL representing the respondents, while endorsing the said 

submission of the learned counsel for the petitioners, would submit that if 

representations are made by the petitioners 1, 3 and 5, the 3rd 

respondent would consider the same in strict accordance with the 

procedure established by law subject to the eligibility of the said 

petitioners for appointment and their possessing requisite qualifications 

and fulfilling other conditions. 

 

6. Recording the submissions of the learned counsel for both the 

sides, this writ petition is disposed of directing the petitioners 1, 3 and 5 

to submit representations to the third respondent herein/  Superintending 
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Engineer, Operation Circle, A.P.E.P.D.C.L., Srikakulam, within a period of 

three (03) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.  The 

said respondent is further directed to consider the said representations of 

petitioners 1, 3, and 5, and pass appropriate orders in strict accordance 

with the procedure established by law, however, as expeditiously as 

possible and preferably within a period of one month from the dates of 

receiving such representations of the petitioners 1, 3 and 5 with regard to 

the appointment to the post of ‘Junior Line Man’ on yearly contract basis, 

on par with the other petitioners, i.e., petitioners 1, 2, 4, 6, 7 and 8 

whose cases were already considered, subject however to the said 

petitioners possessing requisite qualifications and fulfilling the other 

required conditions for appointment  

 There shall be no order as to costs. 

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in this writ petition, shall 

stand dismissed.    

 

      ____________________ 
M. Seetharama Murt i, J 

20th April, 2017 
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