
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.12536 of 2019 

 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……..to issue Writ ,  order or direct ion preferably 

Writ  of Mandamus declaring the order issued by the 3rd 

respondent  vide Proceedings Rc.No.E1/ 1334/ 2018-9, dated 

11.06.2019 rej ect ing the applicat ion of the pet it ioner for 

compassionate appointment  on the ground that  the 

pet it ioner’ s applicat ion is beyond 3 years as il legal, 

arbit rary, cont rary to record and violat ive of principles of 

natural j ust ice and consequent ly set  aside the said order 

and further direct  the respondents to appoint  the 

pet it ioner as Junior Assistant  on compassionate                   

grounds .…..”  

 

Heard  Mr.Kowturu Pavan Kumar, lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es-II.  

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t his fa ther 

was emp loyed  as a  d river with the respondents and  while 

d isc harg ing his duties, he exp ired  on 27.07.2013.  Therea fter, 

the petitioner has submitted  a  rep resenta tion to the 

respondents on 04.10.2013 seeking appointment on 

c ompassiona te grounds.  As there were other lega l heirs, who 

a re a lso c la iming appointment on c ompassiona te grounds, 

the petitioner has filed  O.S.No.334 of 2014 on the file of the 

Princ ipa l Junior Civil Judge, Khammam and  the Princ ipa l Junior 

Civil Judge, Khammam was p leased  to dec ree the suit in 

favour of the petitioner vide order da ted  25.07.2016 hold ing 

tha t the petitioner a long with other p la intiffs a re lega l heirs of 
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S.K.Moulana , who d ied  intesta te on 27.07.2013.  Therea fter, the 

petitioner has submitted  a  representa tion to the respondents 

enc losing  a  c opy of the dec ree in O.S.No.334 of 2014 da ted  

25.07.2016 passed  by the Princ ipa l Junior Civil Judge, 

Khammam.  The respondents have c onsidered  the c ase of the 

petitioner and  rejec ted  the same vide p roc eed ings da ted  

11.06.2019 on the ground  tha t the petitioner has submitted  

representa tion seeking c ompassiona te appointment a fter a  

lapse of three years 4 months 12 days.  Cha lleng ing the same, 

the p resent writ petition is filed . 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner has c ontended  tha t 

the petitioner has submitted  representa tion seeking 

appointment on c ompassiona te grounds on 04.10.2013 itself 

and  the c opy of the sa id  rep resenta tion is filed  a t page No.13 

of the materia l papers of the writ petition and  the 4th 

respondent has a lso p lac ed  an endorsement on the sa id  

rep resenta tion and  therefore, the impugned  rejec tion order 

was passed  without app lic a tion of mind  and  without taking 

into ac c ount the representa tion submitted  by the petitioner on 

04.10.2013.  Therefore, the lea rned  c ounsel submits tha t the 

impugned  rejec tion order is liab le to be set aside as it has 

been passed  without app lic a tion of mind  and  without verifying  

the c orrec t rec ords and  appropria te d irec tion be issued  to the 

respondents to c onsider the c ase of the petitioner a fresh for 
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appointment on c ompassiona te grounds in any suitab le post 

in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for the 

respondents has c ontended  tha t the petitioner has submitted  

representa tion only in the month of Dec ember, 2016 by 

enc losing  a  c opy of the dec ree in O.S.No.334 of 2014 da ted  

25.07.2016.  As the petitioner has app roac hed  the respondents 

a fter a  lapse of three years, the respondents have rightly 

rejec ted  the c ase of the petitioner.  Moreover, as a lleged  by 

the petitioner, the representa tion submitted  by the petitioner 

on 04.10.2013 was not trac eab le with the respondents.  

Therefore, there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the same 

is liab le to be d ismissed . 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made 

by the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive parties, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t the petitioner c ould  demonstra te before 

this Court tha t he has submitted  a  rep resenta tion to the 

respondents on 04.10.2013 c la iming appointment on 

c ompassiona te grounds and  the sa id  representa tion was a lso 

ac knowledged  by the 4th respondent and  there is a  sea l of the 

4th respondent.  Sinc e the 4th respondent has ac knowledged  

the representa tion submitted  by the petitioner on 04.10.2013, 

the respondents c annot rejec t the c ase of the petitioner on 

the ground  tha t the petitioner has approac hed  the 

respondents a fter a  lapse of three years.  Therefore, the 
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impugned  rejec tion order is liab le to be set aside and  it is 

ac c ord ing ly set aside.  The respondents a re d irec ted  to 

rec onsider the c ase of the petitioner for appointment on 

c ompassiona te grounds in any suitab le post by duly taking into 

ac c ount the representa tion submitted  by the petitioner on 

04.10.2013, whic h was ac knowledged  by the 4th respondent, 

and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law within a  

period  of eight weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of 

this order. 

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is a llowed . 

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  

c losed . 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

15-10-2019 

Prv 


