
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.31454 of 2018 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ….. to issue a Writ ,  Order or direct ion more 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus declaring 

the act ion of the 2nd respondents in issuing impugned order 

Rc.No.Z-VI/ 812/ SGP/ 2016, dated 10.05.2018 changing the 

dates of regularizat ion and probat ion from 24.10.1984 and  

23.10.1986 to 16.10.1992 and 15.10.1994 without  giving any 

not ice and any opportunity to the pet it ioner, even though 

she is having required qualif icat ions, is il legal, arbit rary and 

violat ive of Art icles 14 and 16 of the const itut ion of India and 

consequent ly set  aside the impugned proceedings              

Rc.No.Z-VI/ 812/ SGP/ 2016, dated 10.05.2018 of the 2nd 

respondent   …..” . 

 

Heard  Mr.J.M.Na idu, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner and                   

Sri N.Bhupa l Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for respondents 2 

and  3.  

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t she was  

appointed  as Post Gradua te Teac her on 25.07.1984 on permanent 

basis a fter fo llowing  due selec tion p roc ess.  Her servic es were 

regula rized  with effec t from 24.10.1984.  She is elig ib le for automatic  

advanc e sc heme benefits on c omp letion of 6 years, 12 years and  

18 years of servic e in terms of G.O.Ms.No.38 da ted  26.05.2007. 

The grievanc e of the petitioner is tha t the da tes of 

regula riza tion of the petitioner were a ltered  from 24.10.1984 to 

23.10.1986 and  from 16.10.1992 to 15.10.1994.   

Learned  c ounsel for petitioner c ontended  tha t the 

respondents ought not to have a ltered  the da tes of regula risa tion 

without issuing any notic e or g iving  opportunity to the petitioner.  

Therefore, appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition by 



 2 

setting  aside the impugned  order da ted  10.05.2018 as the same 

was passed  without fo llowing the p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for respondents has 

c ontended  tha t the petitioner was initia lly appointed  on tempora ry 

basis during  the year 1984 and  she was appointed  on regula r basis 

during  the year 1986.  After verifying  the rec ord , the 2nd  respondent 

has passed  the impugned  order a ltering  the da tes of p roba tion and  

therefore, the question of g iving  opportunity to the petitioner does 

not a rise.  Henc e, there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the 

same is liab le to be d ismissed . 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t admitted ly the 2nd  respondent has passed  the 

impugned order without issuing  any notic e and  without following 

the p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e.  Therefore, on this sole ground , the 

impugned order is liab le to be set aside and  the same is 

ac c ord ing ly set aside.  However, the respondents a re g iven liberty 

to pass orders in ac c ordanc e with the Rules a fter g iving  opportunity 

to the petitioner. 

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 28-03-2019 

Prv 
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