
HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

    

WRIT PETITION No. 1169 of 2009  

 
ORDER: 

 

1) The present  writ  pet it ion came to be f iled seeking issuance 

of writ  of mandamus direct ing the respondents to regularize the 

services of the pet it ioner as LPG Mechanic or Data Ent ry Operator 

basing on his Eligibilit y and Qualif icat ion in the Respondents 

Corporat ion and to pay the scales at tached to the post  and other 

emoluments to be paid from the date of regularizat ion of the 

services of the pet it ioner.   

2) The facts in issue are as under:  

 On 19.01.1999 the pet it ioner herein j oined as daily wage 

LPG Mechanic in the off ice of third respondent  and later he was 

asked to look after various works.  The pet it ioner was also looking 

after the computer works, now called as Computer Assistant .  At  

the t ime of j oining, the pet it ioner possessed intermediate 

qualif icat ion and later he acquired a degree in graduat ion.  It  is 

stated that  the pet it ioner has put  in ten years service and as such 

he is eligible and qualif ied to hold the post  of LPG Mechanic.   

After complet ion of seven years of his service, the pet it ioner 

made a representat ion to the second respondent  for regularizat ion 

of his services.  On 23.03.2008, after acquiring PG Diploma in 

Computer Applicat ion, the pet it ioner once again made a 

representat ion to the second respondent  to regularize his services 
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as LPG Mechanic/ Data Ent ry Operator.  The pet it ioner also made 

representat ions on 23.05.2008 and 15.09.2008.  Though there is a 

clear vacancy of LPG Mechanic, the respondent  authorit ies did not  

consider the request  of the pet it ioner.  Hence the writ  pet it ion.   

3) Learned counsel for the pet it ioner submits that  the 

pet it ioner is at tending his dut ies to the utmost  sat isfact ion of the 

respondents though he is working in the Corporat ion since 1999, 

the Government  erred in not  regularizing his services.  He relied 

upon the j udgment  of this Court  in W.P.No.20726 of 2010, wherein 

the request  of one T.Yadagiri,  who stands on the same foot ing as 

that  of the pet it ioner, was accepted.  

4) There is no dispute that  the case of the pet it ioner is 

ident ical to the one referred to above.  The pet it ioners in 

W.P.No.20726 of 2010 were appointed as watchman on daily wage 

basis in the Corporat ion and were working as such since 1993.  

After considering various j udgments of the Apex Court  more 

part icularly Secret ary, St at e of  Karnat aka and ot hers v. 

Umadevi1  a learned Single Judge of this Court  disposed of the 

writ  pet it ion holding as under:  

“ Having regard to the direct ions issued by the Supreme 

Court  in Umadevi case, the respondents are directed to 

consider the claim of the pet it ioners for regularizat ion, if  

necessary by examining the requirement  to formulate a 

scheme as directed by the Supreme Court  in Umadevi 

case.   Such exercise shall be completed and decision to 

this extent  shall be taken as expedit iously as possible, 
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preferably, within a period of  two months from the date 

of receipt  of copy of this order.”  

5) In the instant  case also, the pet it ioner has been working as 

daily wage employee in the Corporat ion since 1999. It  is also to be 

noted that  pursuant  to the j udgment  of this Court , the Telangana 

State Civil Supplies Corporat ion Limited, made recommendat ions 

to the Government  vide Lr.No.P.Admn. A7/ 58(1)/ 1996, dated 

18.03.2017 for regularizat ion of services of eight  employees.  

Though the name of the pet it ioner was not  in the list ,  but  in page 

No.4 of the recommendat ions, there is a reference to the 

pet it ioner and also his request  for regularizat ion of services in the 

Corporat ion.   

6) Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the case 

and since the case of the pet it ioner stand on the same foot ing as 

that  of those persons, whose names have been recommended by 

the Corporat ion for regularizat ion of their services, the writ  

pet it ion is disposed of on the same terms and condit ions as 

ordered by this Court  in W.P.No.20726 of 2010.   

7) Consequent ly, miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending in 

this Writ  Pet it ion shall stand closed.  There shall be no order as to 

costs.  

 
      _________________________ 
      JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

 

23.08.2017  
gkv   
 


