
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.20643 of 2018 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ….. to  issue an appropriate Writ ,  more part icularly one in 

the nature of writ  of Mandamus, declaring the act ion of the 

respondents in not  allowing the pet it ioners to perform their day to 

day dut ies and affairs of the 3rd respondent  temple is il legal 

improper and arbit rary and Consequent ly direct  the 2nd and 3rd  

respondents to allow the pet it ioners to perform their day to day 

dut ies and also by uploading in website and forwarding the names of 

the pet it ioners for the benefits extended by G.O.Rt .No.577-Revenue 

(Endowments) dated 15.09.2017……” . 

 

Heard  Mr.G.Vidya  Sagar, lea rned  Senior c ounsel rep resenting  

Sri V.Ramesh Kumar, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioners, the lea rned  

Government Pleader for Endowments for respondents 1 and  2 and  

Sri K.Jagan Mohan Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the 3rd  

respondent.  

It has been c ontended  by the petitioners tha t they were 

appointed  during  the year 2010 in the 3rd  respondent Temp le and  

ever sinc e then, they have been d isc harg ing their duties to the best 

sa tisfac tion of their superiors. Under G.O.Rt.No.577 da ted  15.09.2017, 

the Sta te Government has taken a  polic y dec ision to extend  the 

benefit of g rant-in-a id  in respec t of emp loyees engaged  by the 3rd  

respondent Temp le. 

The ma in grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t the 3rd  

respondent is not permitting  them to d isc harge their duties from July 

2017 and  not extend ing the benefit of g rant-in-a id  to them. 

Cha lleng ing the same, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

Learned  c ounsel for petitioners c ontended  tha t during  July 

2017, the petitioners have demanded  the 3rd  respondent to pay 

wages in terms of G.O.Rt.No.577 da ted  15.09.2017, but the 3rd  
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respondent instead  of extend ing the benefit of g rant-in-a id  had  

d isc ontinued  the servic es of petitioners.  

Learned  c ounsel for petitioners c ontended  tha t the 

petitioners have submitted  representa tions on 23.10.2017, 04.12.2017 

and  01.01.2018 requesting  the respondents to c ontinue them in 

servic e. But so fa r, the respondents have not passed  any orders on 

the rep resenta tions submitted  by the petitioners nor the servic es of 

the petitioners were taken bac k. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the 3rd  respondent 

has c ontended  tha t during  July, 2017, the petitioners have 

volunta rily abandoned  the servic es and  in their p lac e some others 

were appointed .  The petitioners c annot turn a round  and  c ontend  

tha t they were p revented  from d isc harg ing their duties.  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, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t the writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  

the respondents to c onsider the rep resenta tions submitted  by the 

petitioners on 23.10.2017, 04.12.2017 and  01.01.2018 and  pass 

appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law, within a  period  of four 

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 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  

Date: 08-03-2019 

Prv 
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