
 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.21581 of 2018 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……. to issue a writ  of Mandamus declaring the act ion of the 

2nd respondent  in issuing the proceedings Vide Memo No. 

11797/ Ser.IV/ A2/ 2017 dated 13.03.2018 and consequent ial 

proceedings Memo No.1378/ Admn.B1/ 2014 dated 02.04.2018 

by rej ect ing the pet it ioner’ s case for compassionate 

appointment  as il legal, improper, unj ust , arbit rary and 

violat ion of the guidelines and further direct  the respondents 

to consider the case of the pet it ioner for appointment  on 

compassionate grounds in any suitable post…….” .  

 

 Heard  Mr.Mahadeva  Kanthriga la , lea rned  c ounsel for 

petitioner and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Home. 

 It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t her fa ther was 

appointed  as a  Kha lasi with the respondents and  while d isc harg ing  

the duties as Kha lasi, her fa ther exp ired  on 11.01.2014.  At the time 

of dea th of her fa ther, as she was aged  15 years and  4 months, on 

a tta ining  ma jority, the petitioner has submitted  a  representa tion to 

the respondents to c onsider her c ase for appointment on 

c ompassiona te grounds. Ac c ord ing ly, the respondents have 

c onsidered  the c ase of the petitioner and  rejec ted  vide 

p roc eed ings da ted  13.03.2018 on the ground  tha t the petitioner 

was not elig ib le for appointment on c ompassiona te grounds as she 

was under aged  i.e., below the minimum age of 16 years a t the 

time of dea th of her fa ther.  Cha lleng ing the same, the petitioner 

has filed  the p resent writ petition. 
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 Learned  c ounsel for petitioner c ontended  tha t the age of the 

petitioner a t the time of her fa ther’ s dea th was 15 years 4 months 

and  she has submitted  an app lic a tion nearly a fter 2½ years on 

a tta ining  the age of ma jority and  the c ase of the petitioner is within 

the permissib le limits as enunc ia ted  in G.O.Ms.No.165, da ted  

20.03.1989 and  as suc h, the c ase of the petitioner c an be 

c onsidered  for appointment on c ompassiona te grounds.  Therefore, 

the lea rned  c ounsel c ontends tha t appropria te orders be passed  in 

the writ petition by setting  aside the rejec tion order da ted  

13.03.2018 and  c onsequentia l p roc eed ings da ted   02.04.2018 with a  

d irec tion to the respondents to c onsider the c ase of the petitioner 

for appointment on c ompassiona te grounds stric tly in terms of 

G.O.Ms.No.165, da ted  20.03.1989. 

 Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 

c ontended  tha t the petitioner has submitted  app lic a tion nearly 2½ 

years a fter the dea th of her fa ther, whic h is beyond  the time limit 

p resc ribed  in G.O.Ms.No.165, da ted  20.03.1989 and  therefore, the 

c ase of the petitioner was c onsidered  and  rightly rejec ted .  

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t the petitioner has submitted  the app lic a tion 

just four or five months beyond  the time stipula ted  in G.O.Ms.No.165 

da ted  20.03.1989 and  the issue is with regard  to relaxing  the age of 

the petitioner.  Therefore, the respondents sha ll re-c onsider the 

entire issue and  pass appropria te orders a fresh, by c onsidering  the 

c ase of the petitioner for appointment on c ompassiona te grounds  

within four weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  

However, the respondents sha ll c onsider the c ase of the petitioner 
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without being influenc ed  by the earlier rejec tion orders da ted  

13.03.2018 and  02.04.2018. 

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: 25-02-2019 

Prv 
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