HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
{Special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESDAY, THE FOURTH DAY OF NOVEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION NO: 17600 OF 2020

Between:

Y. Barthosh, S0 Lale V.5r Rangarao, Aged aboul 37 Years, Ooou: Unemployes,
Fig H Mo 1-1-582, Bheemuni Dubba, Konitla, Korutla Mandal, Jagithyal District
. PETITIONER

AND

The District Collector, Karimnagar, Karimnagar Distrcl

The District Callecior, Jagithyal, Jagithyal District.

The Government of Telangana, rep.. by its Principal Secretary, GAD Department,
Telangana Secretarial, Hyderabad

{ad B2 —

.RESPONDENTS

Patition under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in tha
circumstances statad n the affidavit fileg therawith, the High Count may bo pleasaed
to izsue, 8 Writ, Order or Orders more particufarly one in the nature Wril of
Mandamus directing the respondents to appoint the petitioner in any Class-IV
calegory of pest under compassionate grounds in terms of G.O.Ms No.504 GAD
daled 1%/8/2008 by extending the beanefit of judgment dated 1671172017 in
W.P.No.21492/2014 and  batch  and  judgment dated  22/8/2018  in
WP No 18038/2018 with all consequential benefils, by sefting aside the impugned
rejection orders dated 12/10/2012 of the 1% respondent by holding the action of
respondants in not considering petitioners genuine claim for compassionate
gppointment by considering his recent representation dated 26/8/2018 is illegal,
arbitrary discniminalory and viclative of Articie 14 & 16 of Constitution of India,

1A NO; 1 OF 2020
FPetitioh under Saction 151 ZPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in supporn of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to diract
the respondents to consider the petitioner represeniation dated 26/8/2019 for
compassionate appointtment in terms ot judgment dated 161712017 in
VWP.No 21492/2014 and batch and judgment 22/8/201% in WP.No.19038/2018.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. CH. JAGANNATHA RAD
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR GENERAL ADMINISTRATION

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION No.17600 of 2020

ORDER:

This Writ Petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India, is filed seeking the following relief:

“to issue a Writ, Order or Orders more particularly
ane in the npature Writ of Mandamus directing the
respondents to appoint the petitioner in any Class-1V
category of post under compassionate grounds in terms
of G0 Ms Ne 504, GAD dated 11.8B,2008 by extending
the benefit of judgment dated 16.11.2017 In W.F
Mo.21492/2014 and batch and judgment dated 22.8.2019
in W.P.No.19038/2018 with all consequential bencfits, by
setting aside the impugned rejection orders dated
12.10.2012 of the 1* respondent by holding the action of
respondents in not consldering petitioner's genuine claim
for compassionate appointment by considering 7is recent
representation  dated 26.8.201% s illegal arbitrary
discriminatory and violative of Article 14 and 16 of
Constitution of India.”

2. Heard Sri Ch.Jagannatha Rag, learned counsel for the
petitioner and learned Government Pleader for General

Administration appearing for the respondents.

L9 It is the case of the petitioner that his father and mather
were killed by extremists in the year 1989, Therefore, the State
Goavernment has taken policy decislon wide G.O.Ms,No.504,
dated 11.08.2008, to provide employmeant to one of the family
members of the wvictims, wha were killed in axtremist vioclance,
The said G.O. clearly states that the family members of the
victims, who were Killed in extremist wiclence prior [0

26.02.1994, are also entitled to be considered for appointment



an compassionate grounds. Basing on the aforesaid G.0., the
petitioner reguested the authorities concerned for compassionate
appointment.  But, his case was rejected by the respondents
vide proceedings, dated 12.10.2012 grounds he was aged only
six years three months of age at the time of death of his father
and mother and hence, he s not eligible. Thereafter, also the
petitioner submitted representation to the authorities concerned
in the year 2014, but the respondents have not taken any action
due former Stabte of Andhra Pradesh has been bifurcated into two
States and the present lagithyal District is carved out as a
separate District and due to administrative reascns, the District
Collector of previous District f.e., the 1% respondent herein is
Inoking after the policy issues of new District. On coming o
know about the judgment, dated 16.11.2017, passed by this
Court in W.P N0.21492 of 2014 and batch and judgment dated
22.8.2019 passed in W.P.No.19038 of 2018, the petitionar
submitted a2 representation on 26.08.2019 to the respondents,
but so far, the respondents have not passed any orgders on the

said representation.

4, The grievance of the petitioner is that since the paolicy
decision was taken by the State Government in the year 2008 to
provide employment to the family members of the victims, who
were  killed in extremist vialence prior w 26.02.19%96, the

respondents aught not to have rejectad his case.

5, Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that

the impugned order dated 12.10.2012 is liable tc be set aside



and the respondents be directed to provide employment o the
petitioner on compassionate grounds  strictly in terms of
(G.0.Ms.MNo.504, dated 11.08.2008, basing on the representation

of the patitioner, dated 26.08,.2019 .

6. Learmed Government Pleader appearing for the
respondents contends that the case of the petitiocner would be
considered in accordance with the latest policy of the State

GavErfMment.

F2 Having considered the rival submissions made by the
learned counsel on eithar side, this Writ Petition can be disposed

of with the following direction:

The respondents shall consider the representation of the
petitioner, dated 26.08.2019, for appeintment on compassionate
grounds, in accordance with the latest policy of the SLate
Gowvernment, and pass appropriate orders within a period of
eight weeks, It |s needless to state that the respondents shall
consider the case of the petitioner afresh without being

influenced by the earlier rejection order dated 12.10.2012.
8. Accardingly, the Writ Petitlon is disposed of. No costs,

Miscellaneous petitions, If any, pending shall stand closed.
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HIGH COURT

DATED:04/11/2020

ORDER

W.P.No.17600 of 2020

DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COTS




