
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.Nos.18987 & 32051 OF 2017 

COMMON ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.M.Sudheer Kumar and  Mr.Ch.Siva  Reddy for 

petitioners and  Mr.Siva ra ju Srinivas for respondents 1 and  2 in these 

two writ petitions. 

 

 Smt.V.Venka ta  Ramani and  Smt.T.Narayanamma a re 

petitioners in these two writ petitions and  a re working  as Lec turers  

in Physic s and  Commerc e respec tively in SPW Degree & PG 

College.  SPW Degree & PG College is one of the educ a tiona l 

institutions estab lished  and  administered  by Tiruma la  Tirupa ti 

Devasthanams (TTD)/ 1st respondent.   

 

 W.P.No.18987 of 2017 is filed  for Mandamus dec la ring  

p roc eed ings Roc .No.Edn1/ 9817/ DEO/ 2011 da ted  23.12.2016 of  

1st respondent rejec ting  the c la im of petitioner for the post of 

Princ ipa l in the c olleges under the management of TTD/  

1st respondent as c ontra ry to Rule 8 of the A.P. Colleg ia te Educ a tion 

Servic e Rules issued  in G.O.Ms.No.47 Higher Educ a tion (CE-I-1) 

Department da ted  14.05.2007 (‘ the Rules’  for short) as illega l, 

a rb itra ry and  viola tive of Artic les 14 and  16 of the Constitution of 

Ind ia .  The petitioner p rays for a  d irec tion to respondents 1 and  2 to 

c onsider the c ase of petitioner for regula r p romotion/ in-c harge 

a rrangement to the post of Princ ipa l in three c olleges under the 

management and  administra tion of 1st respondent by trea ting  the 

petitioner as sa tisfying  the requirements of Rule 8 of G.O.Ms.No.47 

da ted  14.05.2007. 
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 On 13.06.2017, this Court g ranted  interim d irec tion as  

p rayed  for in WPMP.Nos.23140 & 23141 of 2017.  Therea fter, the  

1st respondent issued  orders Roc .No.Edn1/ 8748/ DEO/ 2017 da ted  

16.09.2017 p lac ing  Smt.V.Venka ta  Ramani (petitioner in 

W.P.No.18987 of 2017) as in-c harge Princ ipa l of SPW Degree 

College, TTD, Tirupa ti, until further orders. 

 

 Dr.T.Narayanamma who was till then d isc harg ing as  

in-c harge Princ ipa l filed  W.P.No.32051 of 2017 c ha lleng ing the 

appointment of Smt.V.Venka ta  Ramani/ 3rd  respondent herein as  

in-c harge Princ ipa l of SPW Degree College, TTD, Tirupa ti until further 

orders vide orders Roc .No.Edn1/ 8748/ DEO/ 2017 da ted  16.09.2017, 

as illega l, vio la tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e and  rules and  

regula tions. 

 

 The respondents filed  vac a te stay petitions and  c ounters in 

these two writ petitions.  The 1st and  2nd  respondents through the 

p roc eed ings impugned  in these two writ petitions have made  

in-c harge a rrangements.  Learned  c ounsel have made submissions 

in the writ petitions, henc e, they a re taken up  for hearing  and  

d isposa l by this c ommon order.   

 

 The 1st and  2nd  respondents p roduc ed  the rec ord  rela ting  to 

the orders regula rizing  the servic es of V.Venka ta  Ramani and  a lso 

the impugned  p roc eed ings in these two writ petitions for inspec tion 

of the Court and  the rec ord  is examined . 

 

 The issue for c onsidera tion of this Court a rises under 

G.O.Ms.No.47 da ted  14.05.2007.  The p rayer in W.P.No.32051 of 2017 

is an offshoot of the interim order da ted  13.06.2017 issued  by this 
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Court.  Henc e, the c ounsel appearing  for the pa rties have 

submitted  tha t W.P.No.18987 of 2017 c overs the issues in both  the 

writ petitions by referring to the averments and  rec ord  in 

W.P.No.18987 of 2017. 

 

Averments in W.P.No.18987 of 2017 

 On 18.02.1982, the petitioner was appointed  as Junior 

Lec turer in Physic s in SPW Degree College.  In the year 1991, she 

was p romoted  as Lec turer.  The 1st respondent through 

Roc .No.D3/ 6789/ DEO/ 99 da ted  11.12.2002 re-designa ted  a  few 

Junior Lec turers working in the educ a tiona l institutions run by  

1st respondent as Lec turers notiona lly from the da te of initia l 

appointment as Junior Lec turer.  Therefore, the petitioner sa tisfies 

the c ond ition of Rule 8 of the Rules for p romotion as Princ ipa l in the 

c olleges run by 1st respondent. 

 

 The petitioner further a lleges tha t the 1st respondent  

has estab lished  and  been managing S.V Arts College, S.G.S Arts 

College and  S.P.W Degree and  PG College. The three educ a tiona l 

institutions a re trea ted  as sing le unit for the purpose of filling  up   

the posts of Princ ipa l.  The 1st respondent on 30.09.2016 made  

in-c harge a rrangements to the post of Princ ipa l for these three 

c olleges by appointing  Smt.V.Padmava thi, Miss M.Jac intha  and  

Dr.A.B.Santi of SV Arts College, SPW Degree and  PG College and  

SGS Arts College respec tively.  The petitioner sta tes tha t she has no 

grievanc e aga inst with the appointment of Smt.V.Padmava thi.   

As regards the other two c and ida tes, the petitioner avers tha t they 

a re juniors to her, and  they ought not to have been kep t as  
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in-c harge Princ ipa ls.  The ac tion of 1st respondent in ignoring  the 

c la im of petitioner on the ground  tha t the petitioner does not 

possess Ph.D., qua lific a tion as required  by Rules is illega l and  

untenab le.  Ac c ord ing  to petitioner, the Ph.D., qua lific a tion 

requirement p resc ribed  in Rule 8 read  with Annexure to Rules is not 

app lic ab le to her, for she is c overed  by the footnote appended  to 

the qua lific a tions c lause.  Therefore, the petitioner is entitled   

for c onsidera tion while making  in-c harge a rrangement or  

regula r a rrangement to the post of Princ ipa l. The petitioner 

c ha llenges p roc eed ings Roc .No.Edn1/ 9817/ DEO/ 2011 da ted  

23.12.2016 as illega l, a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l.  At the time of 

hearing , stand ing c ounsel has b rought to the notic e of this Court 

tha t the fac t-in-issue dec ided  by Devasthanam through 

p roc eed ings da ted  23.12.2016 between petitioner on the one  

hand  and  other three c and ida tes kep t as in-c harge Princ ipa ls  

on the other may not substantia lly survive in view of subsequent 

developments i.e., retirement of these ind ividua ls from servic e.  

 

 The 1st respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  the 

c irc umstanc es sta ted  by the petitioner a re not denied .  For 

c onvenienc e and  better apprec ia tion of the c irc umstanc es relied  

on by the 1st respondent, this Court refers to the c hronology of da tes 

and  events from the rec ord  p roduc ed  by the 1st respondent.   

 

 On 27.11.2000, the Lec turers working  in SPW Degree College, 

Tirupa ti rep resented  to 1st respondent for re-designa tion of their 

posts as Lec turers from the da te of appointment.  The Lec turers 

have g iven an undertaking to forgo their seniority on the Lec turers 
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rec ruited  or absorbed  between 1977 and  1984  (emphasis added).  

The 1st respondent on 11.12.2002 basing  on Resolution No.442 da ted  

24.11.2002 of the Board  of Trustees re-designa ted  the Junior 

Lec turers as Lec turers notiona lly from their initia l da te of 

appointment. The Annexure appended  to the letter da ted  

11.12.2002 refers to the da te of appointment and  their seniority as 

Junior Lec turers etc .  The petitioner (V.Venka ta  Ramani) is a t Sl.No.6.   

I have perused  the c ommon tenta tive seniority list ma inta ined  by  

1st respondent.  The seniority of these two petitioners (V.Venka ta  

Ramani and  T.Narayanamma) is a t Sl.Nos.18 and  22 respec tively.     

The 1st respondent by referring  to the qua lific a tions and  a lso  

non-possessing of Ph.D., by petitioner (V.Venka ta  Ramani) justifies its 

ac tion in not c onsidering  the c ase of petitioners for the in-c harge or 

regula r p romotion as Princ ipa l.   

 

 The 4th respondent filed  vac a te stay petition and  c ounter 

a ffidavit and  there is no d ispute on the da tes and  the orders 

referred  above. The ma in ob jec tion of 4th respondent aga inst the 

c la im of petitioner is tha t the petitioner is appointed  as Lec turer in 

the year 1991 and  the minimum requirement for p romotion is - one 

must possess Ph.D., or equiva lent qua lific a tion.  The petitioner does 

not possess Ph.D., and  a  person who does not sa tisfy educ a tiona l 

qua lific a tion c an neither be c onsidered  for in-c harge a rrangement 

nor permanent a rrangement.  The respondent p rays for d ismissing 

the writ petitions. 

 

 Mr.M.Sudheer Kumar c ontends tha t denying or  

non-c onsidering  the petitioner as a  Lec turer appointed  in the 1991 
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for p romotion as Princ ipa l, by c onsidering  her, is illega l  

and  untenab le.  The petitioner was appointed  on 18.02.1982  

as Junior Lec turer and  on 21.12.1991 was p romoted  as Lec turer.   

The petitioner rep resented  to management to re-designa te  

the initia l appointment as Lec turer.  On 20.11.2002, the  

petitioner a long with a  few other simila rly situa ted  Lec turers  

had  g iven undertaking to 1st respondent to forego seniority,  

if re-designa ted  on the Lec turers rec ruited  between 1977 and  1984.  

Therea fter, the p roc eed ings da ted  11.12.2002 were issued   

re-designa ting  the petitioner and  other simila rly situa ted   

Junior Lec turers as Lec turers with effec t from the da te  

of appointment as Junior Lec turers and  in the c ase on hand  w.e.f., 

18.02.1982.  From the rec ord , he submits tha t the servic e reg ister 

was, ac c ord ing ly, upda ted  and  for a ll purposes, the petitioner will 

have to be trea ted  as a  Lec turer working  in SPW Degree &  

PG College from 1982 onwards.  The petitioner in view of the 

undertaking  da ted  20.11.2002 firstly c annot c la im seniority over 

Lec turers appointed  between 1977 and  1984 and  ought not to 

c la im moneta ry benefit upon re-designa tion as Lec turer.  

Ac c ord ing to him, in the p resent writ petition, the petitioner is not 

p raying for any relief c ontra ry to the undertaking g iven by petitioner 

on 20.11.2002.  The endeavour of petitioner is to imp lement the 

c ond ition dea ling with qua lific a tion by duly taking  note of 

petitioner’s servic e as Lec turer from 1982, but not from 1991 

onwards. Therefore, he p rays for dec la ring  tha t the  

non-c onsidera tion of petitioner is illega l and  untenab le and  p rays 

for issuing appropria te d irec tion to respondents to c onsider the 
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c ase of petitioner either for in-c harge or permanent a rrangement 

made for the post of Princ ipa l in the c olleges referred  to above. 

 

 Mr.Siva ra ju Srinivas has d rawn the a ttention of the Court to 

the orders and  p roc eed ings referred  to above and  submitted  tha t 

in view of the p roc eed ings da ted  11.12.2002 or re-designa ting  

petitioner as Lec turer w.e.f., 1982, Rule 8 read  with qua lific a tion, no 

doub t, has to be c onsidered  and  app lied  ac c ord ing to the note 

appended  to qua lific a tion.  The rec ord  and  a lso the rule position 

a re p lac ed  before the Court.  He p rays for c onsidering  the materia l 

and  the Rules and  d ispose of the writ petition.  He d raws the 

a ttention of the Court to letter da ted  11.10.2017 addressed  by  

2nd  respondent to Devasthanam Law Offic er, c a tegoric a lly sta ting  

tha t the time sc hedule is required  for filling  up  the post of Princ ipa l 

on regula r basis, whic h reads as follows: 

 

“Regarding regular appointment to the post of Principal of 

three degree colleges, it is to inform that the post (sic) 

posts will be filled by conducting DPC as per procedure 

within a month after final orders are passed by the Hon’ble 

High Court in W.P.No.18987 of 2017 filed by V.Venkata 

Ramani and W.P.No.32051 of 2017 filed by 

T.Narayanamma”. 

 

Therefore, he submits tha t onc e the issue on the interp reta tion of 

qua lific a tion is dec ided  by this Court, the 1st respondent will take up  

regula r p romotion and  c omp lete the p romotion within one month.   

 

 Mr.Ch.Siva  Reddy c ontends tha t the educ a tiona l 

qua lific a tions for p romotion as Princ ipa l a re not in d ispute, likewise 

there is no d ispute on V.Venka ta  Ramani possessing  Ph.D., for 

p romotion as Princ ipa l.  Ac c ord ing to him, the petitioner has been 
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appointed  as Lec turer in 1991 and , therefore, the petitioner  

must possess Ph.D., for c onsidera tion either for in-c harge 

a rrangement or for p romotion on regula r basis.  Ac c ord ing to him, 

the reasoning whic h weighed  with respondents 1 and  2 while 

p romoting  Smt.V.Padmavathi, Miss M.Jac intha  and  Dr.A.B.Santi is 

equa lly app lic ab le now for p romoting  T.Narayanamma and  the  

1st and  2nd  respondents a re justified  in not c onsidering  petitioner for 

the post of Princ ipa l.  He p rays for d ismissing the writ petition.   

 

 From the above averments and  c ontentions, the following 

points a rise for c onsidera tion in this writ petition: 

(i) Whether the non-c onsidera tion of petitioner 

(V.Venka ta  Ramani) for p romotion as Princ ipa l is lega l 

and  ac c ord ing to Rule 8 read  with Annexure?  And  

 

(ii) Whether the orders in Roc .No.Edn1/ 8748/ DEO/ 2017 

da ted  16.09.2017 a re va lid , lega l and  tenab le? 

 

 The und isputed  c irc umstanc es a re a lready referred  to  

above.  For ensuring  b revity, a ll the c irc umstanc es a re not onc e 

aga in reitera ted , but to p ic k up  the thread  for d isc ussion of  

the fac t-in-issue, the c irc umstanc es relevant a re b riefly referred  to.   

On 18.02.1982, V.Venka ta  Ramani was appointed  as Junior Lec turer 

and  on 21.12.1991 was p romoted  as Lec turer.  On 16.09.1993, 

T.Narayanamma was appointed  as Lec turer in TTD servic e.  The 

appointment of T.Narayanamma as Lec turer is subsequent to the 

p romotion and  appointment of V.Ventaka  Ramani as Lec turer in 

1991.  The Lec turers who were appointed  as Junior Lec turers 

between 1977 and  1984 represented  to 1st respondent for  

re-designa tion of their appointments as Lec turers from the da te of 
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their respec tive initia l appointments.  On the undertaking  g iven by 

these Lec turers to 1st respondent to forgo their c la im of seniority on 

the Lec turers appointed  or absorbed  between 1977 and  1984, the 

1st respondent re-designa ted  them as Lec turers from the respec tive 

da tes of appointments.  From the servic e rec ord  p roduc ed  by  

1st respondent of V.Venka ta  Ramani, it is evident tha t for other 

benefits suc h as imp lementa tion of c a reer advanc ement sc heme, 

award  of senior sc a le, selec tion grade etc ., the servic es of 

V.Venka ta  Ramani have been trea ted  as Lec turer w.e.f., 1982, but 

not 1991. The undertaking  is c onfined  only to the seniority but not to 

other entitlement on and  above the Lec turers appointed  between 

1977 and  1984 upon re-designa tion as Lec turers.  The p roc eed ings 

da ted  11.12.2002 a re not under c ha llenge and  basing  these 

p roc eed ings read  with the seniority list p repared , the 1st respondent 

is c onsidering  Lec turers for p romotion etc . G.O.Ms.No.47 da ted  

14.05.2007 was issued  p resc rib ing  experienc e and  educ a tiona l 

qua lific a tion for p romotion to the post of Princ ipa l.  Rule 8 and  

Annexure read  as follows: 

“8. Qualifications: 

 No person shall be eligible for appointment to the 

category of post in the class specified in column (1) of the 

Annexure to these rules by the method specified in column 

(2) unless he possess the qualifications specified in the 

corresponding entry in column 3 thereof. 

 

ANNEXURE 
 (See Rule 8) 

Class and Category 
of post 

Method of 
appointment 

Educational qualifications 

(1) (2)  (3) 

Class A 
Category 2 
Joint Director/ 

By promotion 
3 years of service in the cadre 
of Principal of Government 
Degree College/Deputy 
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Regional Joint 
Director 

Director 

Class B 
Category 1 
Principal,  
Government 
Degree College 

By promotion i) Must possess a Master’s 
Degree with a minimum of 55% 
of marks or its equivalent 
degree or grade of B in the 7 
point scale with letter grades 
O, A, B, C, D, E & F, obtained 
from the Universities 
recognized in India. 
 
ii) Must possess Ph.D or 
equivalent qualification. 
 
iii) An experience of 15 years 
of teaching as a Lecturer in 
Government Degree College 
Note: 
(a) Persons who were 
appointed as Lecturers on or 
before 01.01.86 are exempted 
from possessing the 
qualification at item (ii) above. 
 
(b) They are also exempted 
from possessing minimum of 
55% of marks in Masters 
degree.  However, the  
percentage of marks should 
not be less than 50% marks in 
the relevant subject.  

 

 The Government taking  into tota lity of c irc umstanc es 

p resc ribed  minimum experienc e and  educ a tiona l qua lific a tions by 

the c and ida tes for c onsidera tion of p romotion as Princ ipa l.   

The exc erp t of note referred  above p rovides for exemption from 

possessing a  few qua lific a tions by Lec turers appointed  p rior to 

01.01.1986.  At appropria te stage of this order, this Court would  

c onsider and  exp la in the effec t of note on the two c a tegories of 

Lec turers appointed  i.e., before and  a fter 01.01.1986.   Adverting   

to the fac t-in-issue, this Court is of the view tha t the 1st respondent 

has re-designa ted  the petitioner as Lec turer with effec t from the 

da te of appointment as Junior Lec turer i.e., 18.02.1982 and  further 

made it c lea r tha t re-designa tion is notiona lly (without the benefit of 

seniority and  financ ia l imp lic a tion) ordered . Thereby, there is no 

financ ia l benefit to the ind ividua l or loss to the institution on ac c ount 
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of re-designa tion of petitioner as Lec turer.  Onc e the re-designa tion 

as Lec turer is imp lemented , for a ll other purposes viz., Grade, Sc a le 

etc ., this Court is of the view tha t the petitioner is required  to be 

trea ted  as a  Lec turer working in TTD servic e w.e.f., 1982.  Therefore, 

the experienc e or qua lific a tion of petitioner (V.Venka ta  Ramani) is 

examined  by app lying  the exemption granted  by Note.  V.Venka ta  

Ramani does not possess Ph.D., but sa tisfies the requirement of 15 

years of teac hing experienc e and  a lso possessing 55% marks etc .  

The Note exempts from possessing Ph.D., qua lific a tion by Lec turers 

appointed  on or before 01.01.1986.  Simila rly, the Lec turers 

appointed  p rior to 01.01.1986 a re a lso exempted  from possessing  

55% marks in master’ s degree, but the Note insists upon the 

perc entage of marks as not less than 50% in the relevant sub jec t.  

The Courts in interp reting  the c lause dea ling  with ‘ exemption’  

adop ts firstly litera l and  libera l interp reta tion to the language used  

in the c lause c onta ining ‘exemption’ . The restric tion on libera l or 

litera l interp reta tion is tha t by suc h interp reta tion no violenc e is 

done to the language of the c lauses interp reted .  In the event of 

there being rea l d iffic ulty in asserting  the meaning of pa rtic ula r rule, 

the question of stric tness or of libera lity of c onstruc tion a rises.  

Further, while g iving  effec t to an exemption c lause, c onstruc tion 

whic h results in absurd ity should  be avoided .  Testing  the 

educ a tiona l qua lific a tion exc erp ted  above, the litera l and  p la in 

c onstruc tion to the educ a tiona l qua lific a tion is tha t persons who 

a re appointed  a fter 01.01.1986 must sa tisfy the following: 

i) Must possess a Master’s Degree with a minimum 

of 55% of marks or its equivalent degree or grade 

of B in the 7 point scale with letter grades O, A, B, 
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C, D, E & F, obtained from the Universities 

recognized in India. 

 
 

ii) Must possess Ph.D or equivalent qualification. 
 
 

iii) An experience of 15 years of teaching as a 

Lecturer in Government Degree College 

 
 

and  the Lec turers appointed  on or before 01.01.1986 a re not 

required  to possess Ph.D., qua lific a tion and  minimum of 55% marks 

in master’ s degree, but is suffic ient if they possess 50% in the 

relevant sub jec t. V.Venka ta  Ramani (petitioner in W.P.No.18987 of 

2017) fa lls under Note appended  to the educ a tiona l qua lific a tion 

possessed  by a  c and ida te c onsidered  for p romotion.  Therefore, she 

is exempt from possessing the qua lific a tion of Ph.D., for p romotion 

as Princ ipa l.  The insistenc e upon possessing Ph.D., by V.Venka ta  

Ramani by 1st respondent is c ontra ry to Rule 8 read  with the 

Annexure to G.O.Ms.No.47 da ted  14.05.2007.  The points a re 

answered  ac c ord ing ly.   

 

 The sta tement of stand ing c ounsel tha t the exerc ise for filling  

up  the posts on regula r basis is p lac ed  on rec ord  and  this Court, 

a fter taking note of the litiga tion between the elig ib le c and ida tes 

even a t the stage of in-c harge a rrangement and  by ac c ep ting the 

sta tement made on beha lf of 1st respondent, d irec ts 1st respondent 

to c omp lete the p roc ess of filling  upon the post(s) of Princ ipa l within 

one month from today.   

 

 As a lready noted , the p roc eed ings impugned  in the  

W.P.No. 32051 of 2017 a re an offshoot of the interim d irec tion issued  

by this Court.  W.P.No.18987 of 2017 is ordered  by hold ing  tha t 
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V.Venka ta  Ramani (petitioner in W.P.No.18987 of 2017) is entitled  for 

c onsidera tion of p romotion as Princ ipa l.  The petitioner in 

W.P.No.32051 of 2017 i.e., T.Narayanamma is junior to V.Venka ta  

Ramani even as Lec turer and  c ontesting  the c la im of V.Venka ta  

Ramani on the ground  tha t V.Venka ta  Ramani does not possess 

Ph.D.  For the reasons a lready referred , this aspec t of the matter 

needs no further delibera tion.  The c ha llenge to p roc eed ings fa ils.  

The p rayer is ac c ord ing ly rejec ted .  Henc e, the following order: 

 

(i) W.P.No.18987 of 2017 is ordered  by dec la ring  tha t the 

petitioner (V.Venka ta  Ramani) is entitled  for 

c onsidera tion of p romotion as Princ ipa l in ac c ordanc e 

with Rule 8 read  with Annexure to G.O.Ms.No.47 da ted  

14.05.2007 and  the respondents a re d irec ted  to 

c onsider the c ase of petitioner ac c ord ing ly, when 

p romotion for the post of Princ ipa l is undertaken by  

1st respondent; and  

(ii) For the reasons sta ted  above, the p rayer in 

W.P.No.32051 of 2017 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, stand  c losed .  

  

                              
____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

31st Oc tober, 2017 

Lrkm  


