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O R D E R:-  
  
 This writ  pet it ion is f iled seeking to issue a writ  of  

Mandamus declaring act ion of the respondent  in withholding 

payment  of compensat ion of Rs.3.00 lakhs payable to the 

pet it ioner in lieu of compensatory employment  and MMC, as 

il legal and arbit rary. 

 When this mat ter is taken up for hearing,  

Sri J.Sreenivasa Rao, learned Standing Counsel for Singareni 

Collieries Company Limited appearing on behalf  of the 

respondent  has submit ted that  the pet it ioner init ially applied 

for compassionate appointment  in favour of his son-in-law and 

later he withdrew his applicat ion and sought  compensat ion of 

Rs.3.00 lakhs in lieu of compensatory employment  and MMC. 

The learned Standing Counsel has further submit ted that  the 

pet it ioner is ent it led to Rs.2.00 lakhs towards compensat ion in 

lieu of compensatory employment  but  the pet it ioner is not  

ent it led to Rs.3.00 lakhs.  As per the scheme, in lieu of  

compensatory employment , the respondent  – company is 

paying Rs.2.00 lakhs towards compensat ion uniformly to all 

employees and the same cannot  be enhanced to Rs.3.00 lakhs 

in favour of the pet it ioner.   
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 In view of the above submission, this Court  is inclined to 

dispose of the writ  pet it ion direct ing the respondent  to pay 

compensat ion of Rs.2.00 lakhs in lieu of compensatory 

employment  to the pet it ioner in accordance with the scheme, 

if  not  already paid, within a period of four weeks from the 

date of receipt  of  a copy of this order.  It  is made clear that  

the pet it ioner is ent it led to this compensat ion in lieu of 

compensatory employment , only if  the pet it ioner’ s son-in-law 

is not  employed.  If  the pet it ioner’ s son-in-law has already 

been employed, then, he would not  be ent it led to any 

compensat ion in lieu of compensatory employment .   

 With the above observat ions, the writ  pet it ion is 

disposed of.  No order as to costs. 

 As a sequel, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any pending, 

shall stand disposed of as infructuous.             

 
       _________________________                 

                        ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 
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