
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.1234 OF 2017 

ORDER: 

 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  G.O.Rt.No.1014 

Hea lth, Med ic a l & Family Welfa re (D1) Department da ted  

25.11.2016 repa tria ting  the petitioner and  deputing  4th respondent 

to 3rd  respondent Corpora tion, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

 

The averments nec essary for d isposing  of the writ petition a re 

b riefly sta ted  thus: 

The petitioner is the emp loyee of 1st respondent/ department.  

On 18.07.2014, the petitioner has been deputed  to work in  

3rd  respondent Corpora tion.  The 3rd  respondent being sa tisfied  with 

the qua lity of work sta ted  to have been d isc harged  by petitioner 

through letter No.ADMN/ EST/ PPT/ DP/ OW1/ 2016 da ted  05.12.2016 

requested  for c ontinuing the petitioner on deputa tion in  

3rd  respondent Corpora tion.   The petitioner refers to G.O.P.No.10 

da ted  22.01.1993 and  G.O.Ms.No.2 da ted  02.01.2010 where the 

Government has p rovided  minimum initia l period  of three years and  

sub jec t to the extension of two more years on c omp letion of the 

initia l period .  Now, the c ompla int is repa tria ting  the petitioner even 

before c omp letion of three year period  is illega l, a rb itra ry and  

unc onstitutiona l.  

 

On 06.01.2017, this Court g ranted  interim suspension of 

G.O.Rt.No.1014 Hea lth, Med ic a l & Family Welfa re (D1) Department 

da ted  25.11.2016. 
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The 1st and  2nd  respondents filed  petition to vac a te the interim 

order.  The respondents seriously c ontend  about the ma inta inab ility 

of writ p rayer and  right of an emp loyee of deputa tion to insist  

upon c ontinua tion of deputa tionist ac c ord ing to his c onvenienc e.  

This Court is relieved  of taking  up  the rep ly and  dec id ing the writ 

p rayer for Mr.T.Srikanth Reddy appearing  for petitioner has fa irly 

sta ted  tha t the grievanc e in the writ petition is substantia lly on the 

repa tria tion before exp iry of three year period  to whic h a  

deputa tionist is entitled  to and  the three year period  is c omp leted  

by 17.07.2017.  Extension, ac c ord ing  to him, a rises a ltogether in 

d ifferent c irc umstanc es and  he has not p ressed  for or made any 

submissions in this beha lf. 

 

With the passage of three year period  on whic h muc h 

emphasis is made and  suc c essful c omp letion of deputa tion, this 

Court is of the view tha t the c ha llenge to GO Rt impugned  fa ils.   

No other ground  is urged .   

 

The writ petition fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed .  There 

sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, stand  c losed .  

  

 

                              
____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

12th Sep tember, 2017 

Lrkm  
 

 


