
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.23629 of 2005 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……..to issue an appropriate writ  or order or direct ion 

more part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of mandamus 

declaring the act ion of the respondent  in not  regularising the 

services of the pet it ioner in the post  of Field Assistant  as wholly 

unj ust if ied, arbit rary, il legal and violat ive of Art icles 14 and 16 

of the Const itut ion of India and consequent ly direct  the 

respondent  to reinstate and regularise the services of the 

Pet it ioner in the post  of Field Assistant  and further direct  the 

Respondent  authorit ies to pay full back wages from the date the 

Pet it ioners service was terminated…..”  

 

Heard  Mr.A.Venka ta  Ramana , lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner and  Sri K.Sita ram, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the 

respondent. 

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

appointed  as a  Field  Assistant on da ily wage basis with the 

respondent on 04.10.1989 and  he has been d isc harg ing his duties to 

the best sa tisfac tion of his superiors and  everyone c onc erned .  

While so, owing to ill-hea lth, the petitioner c ould  not a ttend  to his  

duties from 1996 onwards and  a fter rec overing  from illness, the 

petitioner has reported  to duty in the year 2002.  However, the 

respondent has not taken the petitioner into servic e sta ting  tha t it 

has a lready taken another emp loyee on da ily wage basis and  the 

servic es of the petitioner a re no more required . Cha lleng ing the 

same, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner c ontends tha t sinc e the 

petitioner was appointed  on da ily wage basis during  the year 1989 

and  worked  up to 1996, the ac tion of the respondent in not 
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reinsta ting  the petitioner into servic e and  regula rizing his servic es in 

the c adre of Field  Assistant is a rb itra ry and  illega l and , therefore, 

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

respondent to reinsta te the petitioner into servic e and  regula rize his 

servic es as a  Field  Assistant. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondent 

c ontends tha t as the petitioner worked  till 1996 only and  sinc e then, 

he has not d isc harged  his duties with the respondent, the question 

of reinsta ting  the petitioner into servic e and  regula rizing  his servic es 

in the c adre of Field  Assistant would  not a rise.  Henc e, 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 pa rties, is of the c onsidered  

view tha t, admitted ly, the petitioner worked  with the respondent 

nearly two and  ha lf dec ades bac k and  the c ase of the petitioner 

was not c onsidered  for reinsta tement into servic e on ac c ount of 

unauthorized  absenc e.  So, a t this stage, this Court c annot g ive a  

d irec tion to the respondent to reinsta te the petitioner into servic e 

and  regula rize his servic es in the c ad re of Field  Assistant.  Henc e, 

there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the same is liab le to be 

d ismissed . 

Ac c ord ing ly, this 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  

30-09-2019 

Prv 


