
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.4470 OF 2006  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr. K.Ramamohan Mahadeva  for petitioner and  

Mr.A.Yadava  Reddy for 1st respondent. 

 

The petitioner c ha llenges p roc eed ings No.A2/ 248/ APSC/ 06 

da ted  24.02.2006 of the 1st respondent and  quash the same as 

illega l, improper and  unjust.  The petitioner a lso p rays for a  

c onsequentia l p rayer to dec la re tha t the petitioner is entitled  for 

posting  as In-c harge Assistant Eng ineer. 

 

The c irc umstanc es relevant for d isposa l of the writ petition a re 

as under: 

The petitioner and  2nd  respondent were working as  

Work Inspec tors Grade-II in 1st respondent Corpora tion.  The  

1st respondent issued  impugned  p roc eed ings posting  the  

2nd  respondent as In-c harge Assistant Eng ineer.  The petitioner by 

referenc e to the inter se seniority between the petitioner and   

2nd  respondent c omp la ins tha t through the impugned  p roc eed ings, 

the 2nd  respondent is posted  as In-c harge Assistant Eng ineer.  

By virtue of seniority, the petitioner should  have been appointed  

and  there a re no justifiab le reasons for denying opportunity to the 

petitioner.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 

It is not d isputed  tha t the petitioner was a lso posted  as  

In-c harge Assistant Eng ineer and  the reason sta ted  for not g iving   

in-c harge appointment to petitioner is tha t the petitioner was 

having  ITI qua lific a tion (Draughtsman Civil) and  in the sa id  



 2 

arrangement, no ind ividua l with ITI qua lific a tion was posted  as  

In-c harge Assistant Eng ineers.  It is further sa ted  tha t the petitioner 

a lso ac quired  d ip loma in Civil Eng ineering  (LCE) and  therea fter his 

c ase has been c onsidered .  The c la im of petitioner is on the basis of 

seniority and  the respondents on ac c ount of formation of a  

separa te c orpora tion have taken note of the organiza tiona l needs 

and  have g iven p referenc e to ind ividua ls who possessed  LCE  

and  in-c harge   a rrangement was made. 

 

I do not see any illega lity or irregula rity in the in-c harge 

a rrangement of 3rd  respondent as Assistant Eng ineer.  Exc ep t the 

ground  of seniority, no other point is urged .   

 

The writ petition fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly d ismissed . There sha ll 

be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions in these writ 

petitions, stand  c losed .  

  

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

Date:01.09.2016 
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