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

THURSDAY, THE SEVENTEENTH DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SR| JUSTICE T.¥VINOD KUMAR

WRIT PETITION NO: 24536 OF 2013

Batwean:

B.Vinal Kumar, S'oMeslakantaiah, Aged about 30 vears, Occ. Vilage
Revenue Officer, Presently working as VRO at Irwin Village, Madugula
Mandal, Ranga Reddy District.

-.PETITIONER
AND

1. The Slale of Telangana, Rap, by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
Department, Telangana Secrelarial, Hyderabad.

2. The Distrct Collector, Ranga Reddy District, Lakdi-ka-pool, Hyderabad,

(a3

|.L.B. Haripriva, Tha Special Deputy Collector, Urban Land Ceiling {Wing),
Ranga Reddy District, (Enguiry Officer).

4. The Tahslldhar, Abdullzpurmet Mandal, Ranga Reddy District.
+.RESPONDENTS

Fetition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue order or direction more paricularly one in the 'Writ of Mandamus,
o declara the proceedings No AS/04/2019 dated 10,2018 an the file of the 2nd
respondent as wunjust, unreasanable, illegal, contrary to Rule 20 of Telangana
State Civil Services|Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1921 apart Trom
violation of principles of natural justice and violation of Article 14 of Constitution of
India and thereby to set aside the same by granting conseguential and attendants
benefits to the petitioner.

IA NCY. 1 OF 2019

Patition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstancas stated in
the affidavit filed in suppart of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to diract



A

the 2nd respondent to consider the case of the pelitioner for promotion to the post
of Senior Assistant without reference to the impugned procasadings Mo AS/04/2018
dated .10.2019 on the file of the 2nd respondant.

Counsel for the Petitioner; SRI MYENKAT RAM REDDY
Counsal for the Respondent Nos.1,2 & 4: GP FOR SERVICES-|

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: None Appeared

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE T. VINOD KUMAR

WRIT PETITION No.24536 of 2019

ORDER:
This Wril Peution is filed with the following prayer:

"Ta 185ue order or direclion more particularly one in
the Wnt ol Mandamus, to declare the proceedings
Mo AS/ /2019 dated L0.2019 an the file of the 2=
respondenl as unjust, unreasonable, illegal, contrary Lo
Hule 20 of Telangana State Civil Services (Classification,
Control and Appeal) Rules, 1991 apart from violation of
principles of natural justice and viclaton of Article 14 of
the Constiation of India and thereby to set aside the
satne by pgranting conscguential and attendant benefts Lo

the petitioner”.
2, Heard learned counsel for the petiticner and the learned

Government Pleader for Services 1 appearing for respondents.

3. [n this Writ Petition the petitioner has impugned the order
dated Mil-10-201% passed by the 20 respondent where under
minor punishment, of withholding of one increment without
cumulative eflect under Rule 22 of A P.C.8 (C.C.A) Rules, 193]
for  acting in  dercliction of duties and  allowing illcgal
constructions to come up in the ares of his functioning, has

been imposed on him.
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4, The said order imposing minor punishment was passed
by the 2" responden! considering the cxplanation filed by the
petitioner to the charge Memo issusd and laking note of the
final enquiry reporl dated 16.07.2019 submitted by the 3

reapondent.

= When the above Writ Petiticn 1= teken up for hearing,
learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner contcnds that,
though the petitioner had initially fled 1he present Writ Petiton
challenging the impugned order of withhelding of one
imerement, since the impugned crder is e ke effeclive lor a
period of one year and as rhe szid period is already over, the
main grievance in the Wril Peuuon docs not swvive for

consideration by this Court,

B, The learned Counsel for the petitioner however contends
lhat by wirtuc of the pendency of enquiry and impositon of
minor punishment of withholding ol one  increment, the
pehitioner's case was not considered lor promoticn during the
year 2019 from Village Revenue Officer to Scnior Assistant
Since the said period of one vear, during which pericd the
punishment was in [oree, is already over, petitioner is now

eligible to be considered for promortion.

it
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T Counter-allidavit on behall of respondents is filed, The
learmned Government Pleader by drawing attention of this Court
to para 10 of the counter-affidavit would submit that the
petitioner was net considersd for promotion during the vear
2019 as there was an ongoimng cnguiry pending against the
petitioner, which [inally resulted in imposion of minor

punishment by rhe impugned proceedings dated 05.10.2019,

B, Learned Government Pleader would further submit thar at
the relevant ponl of time, persons like the petitioners who are
working as Village Revenue Officers (VROs), a promobon
channel was created Ior bong promoted to Senior Assistant in
the Revenue Deparumnent. However, due 1o subscquent events,
the office of Village Revenue Officer itsell has been abolished by
the Statc Government on 09,09.2020 and, therelore, the
promotion channel thal has been created earlier from the pest

of V.R.O. to Senior Assistant dees not exist now.

9, It is contended by the learned Government Pleader thar
prescntly V.R.Os  see being  continued in the Rovenue
Department and are heing assigned allied jobs without specific

funcrinnal role,

Tl
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16,  He would [urther submit that on account of abaliticn of
the post of V.K.Os, the decision of absorplion of V.R.Os in other

departments 18 pending consideration with the Government,

11. I havc talten note of the subrmissions.

12, 1L is not in dispute that the period of miner punishmen:
unposed on the petitioner is over by October, 2020, Thus, the
petitioner becomes entitled to be considered for promotion after
expiry of the peried of punishmenc of one vear., Though it is
conlended thsat the office of V.RA iisell s abolished by the
Government in 2020, the respondents do not dispute that the
V.R.OUs cxisting in the revenue depsrtment are being continued
in their services pending decision by the Governmenl as to their
absarption in other departments.  Thus, the petitioner who
became eligible to be promaoted in rhe vesr October, 2020,
stands on the same footing as other V.R.Os who are prescntly
working in the revenue department, Therefors, the case of the
petitioner for promotion needs 1o bhe considersd on par with
ofher existing V.R.Os as and when the respondent authorities
take a decizion on either their absorption in other depariments

oI granting promotions within the depariment irzelf,
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13, In view of the above, the respondents are hereby directed
to consider the name of the pelilioner for grane of promotion
alomg with names of other V.R.0s 8= and when the respondents
lake up promortions of the existing V.R.Os to the post of Senior

Mssistant.

14, Bubject w ihe above direction, the Writ Petition is closed.

Mo order as to coscs,

=

13, Consequently, miscellansnus petitions pending, if any,

shall stand closec.
SD/-K.SAILESHI
ASSISTANT REGIETRAH

ITRUE CORY =0
SECTION OFFICER

The Principal Secretary, Revenue Departrment, State of Telangana,
Telangana Secretanat, Hyderabad.

The District Collector, Ranga Reddy District, Lakdi-ka-pool, Hyderabad,
The Tahszildhar, Abdullapurmet Mardal, Ranga Reddy District.

Ona CCto SR MAVENKAT RAN REDDY, Advocate [OPUC]

Two CCs to the GP for Services-l, High Court for the State of Telangana
[OUT]

Twno C.0, Copias.

One Sparc Copy.
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HIGH COURT

DATED:17/02/2022

ORDER

WP.No.24536 of 2019

CLOSING THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS

i




