
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.22841 of 2010 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……… to call for the records from the respondents and 

issue appropriate writ ,  order or direct ion part icularly one in 

the nature of Writ  of Mandamus declaring the Proceedings No. 

LC1/ 785/ WP(66)/ 00/ RM(NB) dated 2.8.2010 in refusing to 

consider the cases of  the pet it ioners for absorpt ion as 

Conductors, Drivers and Cleaners as il legal, unj ust , cont rary to 

law, arbit rary, violat ion of principles of natural j ust ice and in 

violat ion of Art icles 14, 16 and 21 of Const itut ion of India and 

consequent ly direct  the respondents to consider the cases of  

pet it ioners for appointment  as Conductors, Drivers and 

Cleaners………” . 

 

Heard  Mr.A.K.Jayaprakash Rao, lea rned  c ounsel appearing  

for the petitioners and  Sri B.Mayur Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel 

for the respondents. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioners tha t they worked  in 

va rious c a tegories with p riva te bus opera tors in Mahabubnagar 

Distric t and  c onsequent upon na tiona liza tion of the Bus servic es, the 

petitioners were dec la red  unemployed  and  the respondents 

Corpora tion has taken a  polic y dec ision to absorb  the workers, who 

were working with p riva te bus opera tors into the servic es of the 

respondents Corpora tion. Pursuant to the sa id  polic y dec ision, 

though the petitioners made an app lic a tion for appointment to the 

posts of Conduc tors, Drivers and  Cleaners, their c ases were 

rejec ted .  In those c irc umstanc es, the petitioners have filed  

W.P.No.4689 of 1999 and  ba tc h and  this Court vide order da ted  

08.08.2000 d isposed  of the sa id  ba tc h of writ petitions d irec ting  the 

respondents to c onsider the c ases of petitioners for absorp tion 
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without referenc e to the ban orders issued  in the year 1998, 

p rovided  the petitioners fulfil the elig ib ility c riteria  la id  down under 

the sc heme of absorp tion.  Aggrieved  by the same, the 

respondents Corpora tion c a rried  the matter in appea ls in 

W.A.No.1159 of 2000 and  ba tc h and  a  Division Benc h of this Court 

was p leased  to d ismiss the sa id  ba tch of writ appea ls vide judgment 

da ted  13.11.2000.  Therea fter, the respondents Corpora tion has 

c a rried  the matter before the Hon’b le Supreme Court by filing  

SLP(C)Nos.5503, 5504 and  5505 of 2001 and  the Hon’b le Supreme 

Court was p leased  to d ismiss the same on 12.11.2009.   Therea fter, 

the respondents have c onsidered  the c ases of petitioners and  

p lac ed  the same before the selec tion c ommittee and  the selec tion 

c ommittee had  rejec ted  the c ases of petitioners on the ground  tha t 

the petitioners have submitted  xerox c op ies of the required  

doc uments instead  of submitting  orig ina l doc uments.   

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners submits tha t wha tever 

doc uments the petitioners a re having, the same were submitted  

before the selec tion c ommittee, however, the selec tion c ommittee 

had  rejec ted  the c ases of petitioners on the ground  tha t the 

petitioners have not p roduc ed  the orig ina l doc uments, whic h a re 

not in their c ustody, whic h is nothing  but an a rb itra ry exerc ise of 

power and  if a  reasonab le opportunity is g iven, the petitioners 

would  submit the Certific a tes issued  by the Labour Offic er, 

Mahabubnagar, to demonstra te tha t they have worked  with the 

p riva te bus opera tors. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents 

c ontends tha t pursuant to the orders passed  by this Court, whic h 
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were c onfirmed  by the Hon’b le Supreme Court, the Selec tion 

Committee has c onsidered  the c ases of petitioners and  sinc e the 

petitioners have not p roduc ed  orig ina ls of the required  doc uments, 

their c ases were not c onsidered  and  ac c ord ing ly rejec ted . He 

further c ontended  tha t if the petitioners p roduc e orig ina l 

c ertific a tes issued  by the Labour Offic er to demonstra te tha t they 

have worked  with the p riva te bus opera tors, the c ases of the 

petitioners will be c onsidered  and  appropria te orders would  be 

passed  in ac c ordanc e with law. 

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 this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  the 

petitioners to submit orig ina l c ertific a tes issued  by the Labour Offic er 

to demonstra te tha t they have worked  with the p riva te bus 

opera tors a long with a  fresh rep resenta tion within four weeks from 

the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  Upon suc h 

representa tion being rec eived , the respondents sha ll c onsider the 

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

period  of  eight weeks therea fter.  

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of. 

No order as to c osts. 

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

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

27-09-2019 

Prv 


