
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE ABHI NAND KUMAR SHAVI LI  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .1 3 2 7 2  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:  

 

 This writ  pet it ion is being disposed of at  the adm ission stage 

with the consent  of both the part ies. 

 

2. The writ  pet it ion is filed with the following prayer:  

“… the Hon’ble Court  may be pleased to issue an appropriate 

writ  order or direct ion more part icularly one in the nature of 

Writ  of Mandam us to declare the act ion of the Respondents in 

not  appoint ing the Pet it ioner to the post  of Junior Plant  

At tendant  (JPA)  under land losers quota in spite of the 

recom m endat ions of Dist r ict  Select ion Com m it tee as illegal,  

arbit rary, discr im inatory and violat ive of Art icles 14 16 and 21 

of Const itut ion of I ndia and consequent ly direct  the 

Respondents to appoint  the Pet it ioner to the post  of Junior Plant  

At tendant  (JPA)  under displaced persons quota as per the 

recommendat ions of Dist r ict  Select ion Commit tee and as per 

the assurance given, forthwith, with all service and m onetary 

benefits and to pass …”  

 

3. Heard Mr. P. Am arender, learned counsel for the pet it ioner and 

Ms. A. Deepthi, learned standing counsel for the respondent  No.2. 

 

4. Pet it ioner contends that  the respondents have acquired the land 

of the pet it ioner for const ruct ion of Kakat iya Therm al Power Project  

during 2006 and the respondents have given an assurance to the 

pet it ioner, at  the t im e of acquir ing the land, that  one of the fam ily 

m em bers would be provided perm anent  em ploym ent  under the 

displaced persons quota. Thereafter, the pet it ioner subm it ted an 

applicat ion seeking em ploym ent  in tune with the policy of the 

respondents for appointm ent  under the displaced persons quota within 

the st ipulated t im e. Pet it ioner further subm its that  though the Dist r ict  

Select ion Com m it tee has recom m ended the case of the pet it ioner vide 

proceedings dated 07.01.2014, the respondents have not  considered 

his case.   
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5. Therefore, the counsel for the pet it ioner would subm it  that  

appropriate orders be passed in the writ  pet it ion direct ing the 

respondents to consider the case of the pet it ioner for appointm ent  

under the displaced persons quota by duly taking into account  the 

recom m endat ion m ade by the Dist r ict  Select ion Com m it tee on 

07.01.2014 and pass appropriate orders in accordance with law. 

 

6. Learned standing counsel subm its that  as per the policy of the 

respondents 50%  of the direct  recruitm ent  vacancies are earm arked 

for displaced persons and whenever recruitm ent  not ificat ion is issued, 

the case of the pet it ioner would be considered against  the 50%  

vacancies in tune with the policy of the respondents. Learned standing 

counsel further subm its that  if the pet it ioner subm its a representat ion, 

the respondents would consider and pass appropriate orders on such 

representat ion by duly taking into account  the recom m endat ion of the 

Dist r ict  Select ion Com m it tee. 

 

7. This Court , having considered the r ival subm issions m ade by 

both part ies, is of the considered view that  the writ  pet it ion can be 

disposed of by perm it t ing the pet it ioner to subm it  a fresh 

representat ion within two (2)  weeks from  the date of receipt  of a copy 

of this order and upon such representat ion, being m ade by the 

pet it ioner, the respondents shall consider the sam e and pass 

appropriate orders in accordance with law and also by duly taking into 

account  the recom m endat ion m ade by the Dist r ict  Select ion 

Com m it tee within a period of two (2)  m onths thereafter. 

 

 With the above observat ions, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of.   

Pending m iscellaneous pet it ions shall also stand dism issed. There shall 

be no order as to costs. 

________________________ 

ABHI NAND KUMAR SHAVI LI , J 
July 2, 2019/ DSK 


