HON’BLE SRl JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILU

WRITPENTION No0.583 of 2020

ORDER:
This writ petition is disposed of at the stage of admission with
the consent of the learned counsel forthe respective parties.

Thiswrit petition isfiled seeking the following relief :-

“.....to issue a Writ, Order or Direction particularly
one in the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action
of the 2" respondent in not selecting the petitioner to the
post of Sipendary Cadet Trainee Police Constable
(Mechanics) (Men) in Police Transport Organisation-Post Code
No.35 under Notification No.Rc.No.90/ Rect./ Admn-1/2018
dated 31/05/2018 against 10 percent quota of the Home
Guards in Telangana Sate as per Cause 18A of the
recruitment notification Rc.No.90/ Rect/ Admn-1/ 2018 dated
31/.05/ 2018 issued by the 2" Respondent as arbitrary, illegal,
violative of Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution of India as
such without jurisdiction and consequently direct the 2™
Respondent to select and appoint the petitioner to the post
of Sipendary Cadet Trainee Police Constable (Mechanics)
(Men) in Police Transport Organisation Post Code No.35 under
Notification No.Rc.No.90/ Rect./ Admn-1/2018 dated
31/ 05/ 2018 against the 10 percent quota of the Home Guards
in Telangana Sate with all consequential benefits and

reliefs....”.

Heard Mr.SRahul Reddy, leamed counsel for the petitioner
and & M.V.Rama Rao, the learned Sanding Counsel for the 2nd
respondent.

It hasbeen contended by the petitionerthat he isworking as
a Home Guard and he isfully qualified and eligible to be appointed
to the post of Police Constable. The respondents have issued
Notification on 31.05.2018 for filling up the post of Police Constable

by earmarking 10% of the posts for Home Guards. The petitioner



submits that he has responded to the said Notification and fared
decently well in the selection process. However, the respondents
have not selected any of the Home Guardsin respect of the quota
meant for Home Guards. In those set of circumstances, the
petitioner has submitted a representation to the respondents and
the respondents issued a clarification stating that the case of the
petitioner would be consdered and the petitioner was asked to
submit certain documents for appointment as Police Constable
under Home Guards quota. The petitioner has immediately
submitted requisite information as sought by the respondents vide
representations dated 22.10.2019 and 28.11.2019. But, so far, the
respondents have not passed any orders on the said
representations nor considered the case of the petitioner for
appointment to the post of Police Constable.

Learmed counsel for the petitioner contendsthat appropriate
orders be passed in the writ petition directing the respondents to
consder the representations submitted by the petitioner on
22.10.2019 and 28.11.2019 and pass appropriate orders in
accordance with law.

Leamed Sanding Counsel appearing for the respondents
contends that since the representations of the petitioner are
pending, the respondentswould consider the case of the petitioner
in terms of the clarification issued by the respondents and would
passappropriate ordersin accordance with law.

This Court, having considered the rival submissons made by
the learned counsel for the respective parties, is of the considered

view that this writ petition can be disposed of directing the



respondents to consider the representations submitted by the
petitioner on 22.10.2019 and 28.11.2019 and pass appropriate
ordersin accordance with law within a period of eight weeks from
the date of receipt of a copy of thisorder.

With the above observations, the writ petition is disposed of.
No orderasto costs.

Pending miscellaneouspetitions, if any, shall stand closed.

ABHINAND KUMARSHAVIL, J
Date: 09-01-2020
Prv






