
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.40655 of 2017 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ….. to issue an order, direct ion or Writ  more 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus or any 

other appropriate writ  to (i) declare the act ion of  the 

Respondent  No.1 in not  considering the pet it ioners case for 

promot ion to the post  of Planning Off icer as il legal and 

arbit rary; (ii) declare that  the pet it ioners are fully eligible to 

be considered for promot ion to the post  of Planning Off icer 

in terms of HUDA Staff  (Recruitment  and Service) 

Regulat ions, 1979; (iii) declare the Circular Ref.No. 

1633/ Est t / HMDA/ 2013 dt .16.03.2015 as il legal and cont rary 

to Statutory Service Regulat ions of  HMDA; (iv) consequent ly 

direct  the Respondent  No.1 to consider and promote the 

pet it ioners as Planning off icer with consequent ial               

benefits ……”  

 

Heard  Smt.K.Udaya  Sri, lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners 

and  Sri V.Narasimha  Goud, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the                  

1st respondent.  

It has been c ontended  by the petitioners tha t they a re 

p resently working as Inc harge Planning Offic er and  Assistant 

Planning Offic er, respec tively, and  they a re fully elig ib le and  

qua lified  to be p romoted  to the post of Planning  Offic er, but, the 

respondents a re not c onsidering  their c ases for p romotion to the 

sa id  post on the ground  tha t they have ob ta ined  P.G. Dip loma in 

Town and  Country Planning from Osmania  University and  the sa id  

Certific a tes a re not va lid .  The petitioners submit tha t in respec t of a  

simila rly situa ted  emp loyee viz., R.Padma Rani, the 3rd  respondent 

has d irec ted  the 1st respondent to c onsider her c ase for p romotion 

to the next higher post of Planning Offic er.  
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Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners has d rawn  

a ttention of this Court to the Memo issued  by the Government on 

10.09.2018, wherein the 3rd  respondent has taken a  dec ision to 

c onsider the c ase of R.Padma Rani (Assistant Planning  Offic er) for 

p romotion to the post of Planning Offic er, and  submits tha t the 

c ases of the petitioners a re a lso simila r to tha t of R.Padma Rani and  

in fac t, in the seniority list, the petitioners a re p lac ed  over and  

above the sa id  R.Padma Rani.  Therefore, the c ases of the 

petitioners should  be c onsidered  for p romotion to the post of 

Planning Offic er in terms of the Memo da ted  10.09.2018 as was 

done in the c ase of R.Padma Rani.   

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners submits tha t appropria te 

orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the respondents to 

c onsider the c ases of petitioners for p romotion to the post of 

Planning Offic er, stric tly in terms of seniority list da ted  15.11.2018 by 

duly taking  into ac c ount the memo issued  by the 3rd  respondent on 

10.09.2018, in favour of R.Padma Rani, who has ac quired  identic a l 

qua lific a tion as tha t of petitioners.   

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the 1st respondent 

has c ontended  tha t in pa ra  ‘ 15’  of the c ounter a ffidavit, it is 

c a tegoric a lly sta ted  tha t the d ip lomas ob ta ined  by the petitioners 

a re not approved  by AICTE and  on tha t g round , the c ases of 

petitioners were not c onsidered .  Sinc e the 3rd  respondent has 

issued  Memo da ted  10.09.2018 in respec t of R.Padma Rani, the 

c ases of petitioners a lso will be c onsidered  in terms of Memo da ted  

10.09.2018 and  appropria te orders would  be passed  in ac c ordanc e 

with law.  Further, the c ases of the petitioners would  be c onsidered  
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for p romotion as and  when the 1st respondent undertakes the 

exerc ise of g iving  p romotions to the post of Planning  Offic er. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  

view tha t this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  respondents 

1 and  3 to c onsider the c ases of petitioners for p romotion to the 

post of Planning  Offic er in terms of the Memo da ted  10.09.2018, 

issued  in respec t of R.Padma Rani, and  a lso stric tly in ac c ordanc e 

with the seniority list da ted  15.11.2018, as and  when they undertake 

the exerc ise of g iving  p romotions to the post of Planning Offic er. 

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: 02-08-2019 

Prv 
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