
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.13184 of 2005 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …… to issue a writ  of Mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ ,  order or direct ion declaring the act ion of the 

respondent  in not  cont inuing the services of the pet it ioner as 

Junior Assistant  or any suitable post  as il legal, arbit rary and 

consequent ly direct  the respondent  to cont inue and regularize 

the services of the pet it ioner and to pay all consequent ial 

benefits including the salary and pass such other order or orders 

as may deem f it  and proper…….” . 

  

 Heard  Ms.A.Divya , lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and  the 

lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the respondent. 

 It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t initia lly she was 

appointed  with the respondent on 01.09.1999 on third  pa rty 

payment basis to d isc harge the duties of a  Junior Assistant and  she 

was posted  a t Mahabubnagar Division.  The petitioner has been 

d isc harg ing  her duties to the utmost sa tisfac tion of her superiors and  

everyone c onc erned .  While she was d isc harg ing her duties during  

Marc h, 2005, the respondent has c losed  its unit a t Mahabubnagar 

d ivision and  c onsequently transferred  its emp loyees to va rious other 

reg ions and  in the sa id  p roc eed ings, the name of the petitioner was 

not listed  and  the petitioner’ s servic es were d isc ontinued  with effec t 

from 15.03.2005.  Cha lleng ing the ac tion of the respondent in 

d isc ontinuing her servic es, the petitioner filed  the p resent writ 

petition. 

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner submits tha t the 

petitioner has rendered  servic e of more than six years with the 

respondent and  therefore, the respondent ought to have 
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c ontinued  the servic es of the petitioner and  ought to have 

regula rized  her servic es.  Therefore, the lea rned  c ounsel submits tha t 

appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 

respondent to reinsta te the petitioner as Junior Assistant in the 

respondent organiza tion and  a lso c onsider her c ase for 

regula riza tion. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondent has 

c ontended  tha t the petitioner was engaged  on third  pa rty 

payment basis i.e., in other words on outsourc ing  basis during  1999.  

However, she was c ontinued  up to Marc h, 2005 and  therea fter 

c onsequent upon c losure of the unit a t Mahabubnagar, the 

servic es of the petitioner a re no more required  and  ac c ord ing ly her 

servic es were d isc ontinued .  He further submits tha t sinc e the 

petitioner does not fulfil the c ond itions of the polic y of the Sta te 

Government enunc ia ted  in G.O.Ms.No.212 da ted  22.04.1994, the 

question of c onsidering  the c ase of the petitioner for regula riza tion 

would  not a rise, as the petitioner was not appointed  aga inst 

sanc tioned  post and  she was appointed  only on third  pa rty 

payment basis. 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 respec tive parties, is of the c onsidered  view tha t the petitioner 

was appointed  on third  pa rty payment basis during  Sep tember, 

1999 and  she was c ontinued  up to Marc h, 2005 and  c onsequent 

upon c losure of unit a t Mahabubnagar Division, the servic es of the 

petitioner were d isc ontinued .  The servic es of the petitioner were 

d isc ontinued  a lmost fourteen years bac k from today and  a t this 
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stage, this Court c annot g ive a  d irec tion to c ontinue the petitioner 

in servic e or regula rize her servic es, as the petitioner is not fulfilling  

the c ond itions of G.O.Ms.No.212 da ted  22.04.1994 nor she has 

c omp leted  ten years of servic e so as to g ive a  d irec tion to the 

respondents to c onsider her c ase for regula riza tion in terms of the 

dec ision of the Apex Court in State of Karnataka and Others Vs. 

Umadevi1.  Therefore, there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the 

same is liab le to be d ismissed . 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  No order as to 

c osts. 

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

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

11-09-2019 

Prv 
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