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Shri K.M. Gupta, couns¢1 for the petitioner.

Shri Ranbir Singh, Govt. Adv. for the State/respondent

No. 1.

Heard.

Apalt E0111 challenging his termination, the peh'tioner also

raised grievance against-the inaction on the part of the

Department in not taking a dicision on his Iepxesentation dated
/

'30-
10—200 1.

The‘facts in bn'ef are that, on the death of his father, the

petitioner was given compassionate appointment in the year

1997. Subsequently on 06-06-1998, his services were

terminated in view of the orders of the General Administrative

Department of Government Of Madhya Pradesh, whereby a

decision was taken that the services of all persons appointed on

daily wage basis after 31-12-1988 should be discontinued.

According to the petitioner, subsequent. thereto, an order

was issued on 17-05-2000 that the services of all those persons

who are given compassionate appointments after 31- 12- 1988, be
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not terminated. In View of this cimular, the instructions of the

M
G.A.D., the petitioner had submitted a representation for

l mconsidemh'on of his case whitrh has been indicated above, is

still pending.

In the‘abnve View of the matter, the writ petition is

disposed of by directing the respondent Nos. 2 and 3 to

reconsider the matter and dispose of the representation of the

petitioner on its own merits, Wi1hin a period of six weeks from

‘
the date of communication of this order.
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