
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.41996 of 2018 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is d isposed  of a t the stage of admission with 

the c onsent of lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties. 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……..to issue Writ ,  Order or direct ion more part icularly one in 

the nature of WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the act ion of the 

respondents in not  renewal for a period of 01.4.2018 to 31.03.2018 

under the G.O.Rt .No.2246, Fin (SMPC) Department , dated 07.06.2007 

to the pet it ioners as highly il legal,  arbit rary and unconst itut ional being 

violat ive of Art icles 14, 19 and 21 of the Const itut ion of India and also 

violat ive of principles of natural j ust ice and consequent ly direct  the 

respondents herein to renewal their dut ies for a period of 01.04.2018 

to 31.03.2019 through the agency of 4th respondent  as on previous 

terms and condit ions.…..”  

 

Heard  Mr.G.S.R.Prasad , lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners 

and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es-II.   

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

appointed  as da ily wage labourers during  the year 1991 and  sinc e 

then, they a re c ontinuing  on da ily wage basis. 

The grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t though they a re 

appointed  on c ontrac t basis, the c ontrac t period  from 01.04.2018 is 

not being extended .  Cha lleng ing the same, the p resent writ 

petition is filed . 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners c ontended  tha t during  

pendenc y of this writ petition, the respondents have filed  c ounter 

and  in the sa id  c ounter a t pa ra  ‘ 7’ , the respondents have admitted  

tha t the servic es of the petitioners were renewed  from 01.05.2018 till 

31.03.2019 through a  new agenc y.  Though the respondents have 

renewed  the servic es of the petitioners with effec t from 01.05.2018, 

they a re not being pa id  the same wages whic h were pa id  ea rlier 

by the respondents instead  they a re pa id  less wages. 
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The grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t their servic es were 

renewed  through some new agenc y but not through 4th 

respondent.  Therefore, the lea rned  c ounsel submits tha t 

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

respondents to renew the servic es of the petitioners through 4th 

respondent agenc y only and  c ontinue to pay the wages whic h 

were being pa id  by the 4th respondent. 

The lea rned  Government Pleader submits tha t the servic es of 

the petitioners were c onsidered  sympathetic a lly and  the tenure of 

appointment of the petitioners was extended  from 01.05.2018 to 

31.03.2019 and  the petitioners a re c ontinuing  in servic e as on today 

through a  new agenc y. 

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 the respondents have renewed the servic es of the 

petitioners with effec t from 01.05.2018 and  the grievanc e of the 

petitioners has been resolved  with the renewa l of their servic es.  

Therefore, the c ause in the writ petition does not survive. 

The writ petition is, ac c ord ing ly, c losed .  If the petitioners a re 

still aggrieved  by the ac tion of the respondents in paying  less wages 

than being pa id  by the earlier agenc y, it is a lways open to the 

petitioners to c ha llenge the same in ac c ordanc e with law.  No 

order as to c osts. 

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

 

 
 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

06-11-2019 

Prv 

 


