
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.46982 of 2018 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …..to issue an appropriate Writ ,  Order of direct ion, 

preferably one in the nature of  Writ  of Mandamus and to 

issue a direct ion, order or writ  more part icularly one in the 

nature of  Writ  of Mandamus to declare the impugned 

Proceedings Let ter No.WCE/ E3/ 587/ Vol.20/ SF/ 888, 889, 890, 

891, 892, 893, 894 and 895 M, dated 23.05.2018 of the 3rd  

respondent  wherein rej ect ing the cases of the pet it ioners for 

providing daily wage employment  on the ground                     

non-product ion of genuinity of service cert if icate is highly 

il legal, arbit rary, unreasonable, discriminatory and also 

without  any applicat ion of mind and also in violat ion of  

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

the same as bad in law and set  aside the same and 

consequent ly direct  the respondents to provide daily wage 

employment  as per their own orders dated 21.03.2018……”  

 

Heard  Mr.C.Ra ja  Sekhar Reddy, the lea rned  c ounsel for 

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 workers during  the years 1980 to 1984 and  

therea fter, their servic es were d isc ontinued .  Aggrieved  by the 

same, the petitioners have filed  W.P.No.97 of 1988 before the 

Hon’b le Supreme Court and  the Hon’b le Supreme Court was 

p leased  to d ispose of the sa id  writ petition vide order da ted  

01.12.1994 in terms of its ea rlier order da ted  25.08.1987 passed  in 

W.P.No.793 of 1987.  Even a fter d isposa l of the sa id  writ petition, the 

c ases of petitioners were not c onsidered  for appointment on da ily 

wage basis.  Therea fter, the petitioners have been making 

repea ted  representa tions to the respondents to c onsider their c ases 

for engag ing them on da ily wage basis.  The 3rd  respondent vide 
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order da ted  24.03.2018 was p leased  to rec ommend  the c ases of 

the petitioners to the 2nd  respondent, however the 3rd  respondent 

himself vide order da ted  23.05.2018 rejec ted  the c ases of the 

petitioners instead  of c onsidering  their c ases for engaging  on da ily 

wage basis, as per the rec ommendations made by him.   

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners submits tha t, in fac t, the 

3rd  respondent having rec ommended  the c ases of the petitioners 

for p rovid ing emp loyment on da ily wage basis vide p roc eed ings 

da ted  24.03.2018, the very same authority ought not to have 

rejec ted  the c ases of petitioners for p rovid ing  emp loyment on da ily 

wage basis vide p roc eed ings da ted  23.05.2018.  Therefore, the 

impugned order is liab le to be set aside as it was passed  by the 3rd  

respondent without app lic a tion of mind  and  without taking  into 

ac c ount his own p roc eed ings da ted  24.03.2018 rec ommend ing the 

c ases of petitioners for p rovid ing  emp loyment on da ily wage basis. 

Therefore, the lea rned  c ounsel submits tha t appropria te orders be 

passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 2nd  respondent to c onsider 

the rec ommenda tions made by the 3rd  respondent on 24.03.2018 

and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law by duly taking 

into ac c ount the judgment rendered  by the Hon’b le Supreme 

Court in W.P.No.97 of 1988 da ted  01.12.1994. 

The lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for the 

respondents c ontends tha t the rec ords of the year 1988 a re not 

ava ilab le, as the old  rec ords will be destroyed  period ic a lly, a fter a  

lapse of three years.  It is c ontended  tha t sinc e the petitioners have 

approac hed  the respondents a fter a  lapse of 25 years, by whic h 

time, the old  rec ords have a lready been destroyed , the c ases of 

the petitioners c annot be c onsidered , a t this point of time.  But the 
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fac t rema ins tha t sinc e the 3rd  respondent has rec ommended  the 

c ases of the petitioners to the 2nd  respondent, the 2nd  respondent 

would  c onsider the rec ommendations made by the 3rd  respondent 

and  pass appropria te orders 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 the impugned  order da ted  23.05.2018 passed  by the 3rd  

respondent is liab le to be set aside and  the same is ac c ord ing ly set 

aside.  The 2nd  respondent is d irec ted  to c onsider the 

rec ommenda tions made by the 3rd  respondent on 24.03.2018 and  

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

eight 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 a llowed .  No 

order as to c osts. 

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

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 02-08-2019 

Prv 
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