HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

MONDAY ,THE FIRST DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY ONE

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE 3RI JUSTICE A.RAJASHEKER REDDY
AND
THE HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE SHAMEEM AKTHER

WRIT PETITION NO: 2145 OF 2021
Between:
Y. .Rajesham, Slo. V. Raaah aged 61 years Qoo Working as GADS MD,
Kukatpally Post Cffice Hyderakad
..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Unicn of India, Rep,, by 15 Secretary Department of Posts,
Crak Bhavan Zansad Marg, Mew Delhi-1 10001
2. The Chiel Pastmastaer Ganearal, &7, Gircle, Dak Zadan
Hyderabad-500007,
3. The Director of Postal Services (HQRS), Ofo Chief Postmaster General
AP, Circle, Hyderabad-500 001,
4, The Assistant Postmaster General (Vig), Ofo Chief Postmaster General
AP, Circle, Hyderabad-500G 031
The Senior Superintendent of Post Offices, Secunderabad Division,
Hycarabad-500080.
Jogi Raju, Postman Himmathnagzra Post Office, Hyderabad-500025.
B.Satyanarayana, Postman Hakimpet Post Office, Hyderabad-500014.
E_Rama Rao, Group D Balarum Post Office, Secunderabad-a00010.
The Central Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabad Bench Raep, by its

Reqistrar, Hyderabard
..RESPONDENTS

P B2 o

Peatition under Aricle 228 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumsiances stated in the affidavit filed therawith, the High Court may be
pleased to issus a writ, order or direclion more particularly one in the nature a
Writ of Cerioran calling for connected records, Including the QOrdar of the
Central Administrative Tribunal, At Hyderabad Bench, dated 30:00.20Z0
passaed in OAN2101035/2014 as being errongous, as ilegal, arbitrary snd
consequently set gside he samse.

1A NO: 1 OF 2021

Palilion uncer Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances slated in
the affidavil Tiled in suppaort of the petition, the High Court may be pleassd to
suspend the orders DLANOW2020 passed in OA021/07035/2014 on the file of
Hoa'ole Central Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabad Bench pending disposal of

the presant writ petitian.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI SINGAVAJHALA NVP LAKSHMI
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 5: SRI SANJEEV GILLELA
Counsel for the Respondent Mos.6 10 9i-ceeeeeee -

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE A. RAJASHEKER REDDY
AND
THE HON'BLE Dr, JUSTICE SHAMEEM AKTHER

WRIT PETITION Ng.2145 of 2021

ORDER: {rer Hon'ble Dr.54,1)

This Writ Petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India is filed by the petitioner, wherein, the following prayer is
made:

“.to issue a writ, order or direction more
particularly one in the nature a Writ of Certiorari
calling for connected records, including the Order of
the Central Administrative Tribunal, at Hyderabad
Bench, dated 30/09/2020 passaed in
0A/021,/01035/2014 as being erroneous, as illegal,
arbitrary and consequently set aside the same and
may pass such other order or orders....”

2. Heard the l=arned counsel for the petitioner and perused

tre recard.

-

3 The learned counsel for the petitioner waould submit that
the petitioner was appointed as Gramegena Dalk Sevak Mall
Deliverer in Kukatpalll Sub Post Office, Hyderabad on
01.04.1981. Since then, he is discharging his duties without any
remark. The petitioner made a representation dated 12.06.2013
hefore the respondent authorities seeking to promote him to the
nost of Group "DY/MTS on seniority but the respandents without
considering him, promoted the Junicrs of the petitioner as
Postmen. Thersafter, the respondent authorities issued
proceadings dated 21.11.2013 stating that the Departmental
Promaotion Committee (DPC) has committed some irregularifies

in selecting the candidates for the post of Postman under



Departmental Prometion Quota. The said irregularities were also
brought to  the notice of the respondent No,5-5enior
Superintendent of Post Officers, Secunderabad Divisien. In that
connaction, the petitionar intimated that his name was also
examinad by the DPC for promotion to the post of Postman,
which met on 06:07.2007 and 27.04.2010. It Is further
contended that the respondents informed the petitioner that in
the DPC held on 29.04,2011, the name of the petitioner was not
figured out in the selection list, as he did not come in the zone of
consideration, It is also contended that the services of the
petitioner ripened for promotion and he has to get aromotion on
hurmmanitarian grounds, The Tribunal did not consider tha
antitlement of the petitioner for promotion to the post of
Postman and erroneocusly  dismissed the subject 0.A  vide
impugnad order dated 30.09.2020 and ultimately prayed to
allow the Writ Patition by setting aside the impugned order dated

30.09.2020,

4, As seen from the material placed on record, the grigvance
of the petitioner is that he is sepior and fully eligible for
oromotion to the post of Pastman., Whereas the contentbon of
the respondents is that the petitioner is not s2nior and he was
nak caming under the zone of consideration in all the DPCs held
for selection to the post of Postman. The Tribunal vide impugned
arder dated 30.09.2020, observed that selection for promotion
to the post of Postman is based on senicrity and the required
qualification Is 8" class. Further, the ratio fixed for zone of

consideration is 1:5. It may be noted that the petitioner was not



senior encugh to be included in the zone of cansideration,
Furthermore, the petitioner s  seseking promotion  on
humanitarian grounds. But there is no rule of law which
facilitates prometion on humanitarian grounds. So far as the
grievance of the petitioner with regard to selection of other
candidates for the post of Postman is concerned, the Tribunal
ohserved that some irregularities and mistakes were committed
by DPC and when the same were brought to the notice of
authorities concerned, the irreqular selections were cancelled by
conducting a review DPLC, It is pertinent to state that when the
celection of other candidates is cancellad, the petitioner dogs not
have a right to be selected, particularly, when he does not come
under the zane of cansideration. Under Lhese circumistances, the
Tribunal is justified in passing the Impugned corder dated
30.09.2020 and It dees not suffer from any illegality or
perversity. Therefore, no relief as sought by the petitioner can
be granted in this petition. The writ petition is devoid of merit

and liable to be dismissed.
o Aceordingly, the Writ Petition is dismissed,

Miseellansous petitions, if any, pending shall stand closed.
There shall be no arder as to costs,

SD-R.KARTHIKEY AN
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
{ITRUE COPY/! B

SECTION OFFICER

1. The Registrar, Central Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabad Bench,
Hyderabad

One CC o S Singavajhala NP Lakshmi, Advocate [OPUC]
Cne CC 1o Sri Sanjeay Gillela, Advocate [OPUC]
Two CO Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:01/02/2021

ORDER
WP.No.2145 of 2021

DISMISSING THE WP
WITHOUT COSTS
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