
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO  

 

WRIT PETITION No.339 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner and  

the lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 1 

to 3. 

 

The p rayer sought for in the writ petition is as under: 

 
“ to  Issue an appropria te Writ Order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in 

the na ture of Writ of Mandamus d irec ting  the 2nd  Respondent to issue Agenc y 

Certific a te to the Petitioner by c onsidering the App lic a tions da ted  07/ 12/ 2012, 

21/ 02/ 2013 & 03/ 01/ 2014 submitted  by the Petitioner herein.”  

 

 

The c ase of the petitioner is tha t she belongs to “ Lambada”  

c ommunity.   She possessed  D.Ed . qua lific a tion.   Pursuant to the 

notific a tion issued  by the Distric t Selec tion Committee, she has 

app lied  for the post of Sec ondary Grade Teac her and  was selec ted  

for the sa id  post.   Pursuant thereto, she was intima ted  to a ttend  the 

offic e of the 3rd  respondent a long with orig ina l c ertific a te vide 

p roc eed ings in R.C.No.B2/ 7400/ 2012, da ted  05.12.2012.   

Ac c ord ing ly, the petitioner a ttended  the offic e of 3rd  respondent 

and  submitted  a ll her doc uments.   However, she was asked  to 

p roduc e the Agenc y Certific a te issued  by the 2nd  respondent.   

Thereupon, she submitted  a  rep resenta tion da ted  07.12.2012 to the 

2nd  respondent for issuanc e of Agenc y Certific a te.  However, the 

petitioner has not rec eived  any response from the 2nd  respondent.   

Thereupon, she submitted  another rep resenta tion da ted  21.02.2013.   

As there was no response, the p resent writ petition is filed . 
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The lea rned  Government Pleader, during  the c ourse of 

a rguments, p lac ed  on rec ord  the parawise remarks da ted  

20.01.2015 issued  by the Tahasilda r, Ind ravelly Manda l.   The same is 

p lac ed  on rec ord .   A perusa l of the sa id  remarks would  ind ic a te 

tha t pursuant to the rep resenta tion submitted  by the petitioner, a  

memo was issued  to the petitioner asking her to furnish the 

doc uments mentioned  therein.   However, the petitioner submitted  

the Elec tora l Roll perta ining  to the year 1965, but not the 

information sought by the respondents.   The lea rned  Government 

Pleader further submitted  tha t if the information sought by the 

respondents is furnished , appropria te orders will be passed .  

 

The lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner would  

c ontend  tha t the petitioner is a  land less poor person and  therefore, 

the question of c omp lying  with the c ond ition by furnishing c opy of a  

sa le deed  or any other reg istra tion doc uments perta ining to 

immovab le p roperty may not a rise.   Be tha t as it may, the other 

information in the form of b irth & dea th rec ord  p rior to 1950; or 

Elec tora l Roll p rior to 1950; or the sc hool rec ords/  or any other 

ac c ep tab le doc umenta ry evidenc e p rior to 1950 c an be submitted  

to the respondents.   On this suggestion, the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner seeks time. 

 

Therefore, in the pec ulia r fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the 

c ase, this Court is inc lined  to d ispose of the writ petition with a  

d irec tion to the 2nd  respondent to c onsider and  pass appropria te 

orders on the rep resenta tions da ted  07.12.2012 and  21.02.2013 

submitted  by the petitioner on her furnishing the information sought 
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for in the memo issued  by the 2nd  respondent, within a  period  of 

three months from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.    

 

Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d isposed  of.   No c osts.  

 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

___________________ 

                                                       P.KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

22nd  NOVEMBER 2018. 
Tsr 

 


