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Between:

HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY, THE EIGHTEENTH DAY OF JANUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE N.V.SHRAVAN KUMAR

WRIT PETITION (TR) NO: 572OF 2017

AND

B.Veera Pratap, S/o. B. Komaraiah, aged 51 years, Deputy Executive
Engineer, G. H. NI.C., N o. 4-6-21 I 52, Savarkamagar, Nacharam, Hyderabad.

...PETlTlONERYApplicant

1. The Government of Andhra Pradesh, Represented by its Principal Secretary,
Municipal Administration and Urban Development Department, Secretariat,
Hyderabad - 5OOO22.

2. The Engineer-in-Chief, Public Health, A.C. Guards, Hyderabad - 500004.
3- P.Prabhakaram, S/o Late Gopaiah, Occ: Deputy Executive Engineer, Nirmal

Municipality, Nirmal, Adilabad District, R/o H.No.2-9-314, Sneha Nagar,
Hanamkonda, Warangal District - 506001.

4. M.Seshagiri Rao, S/o Late M.Sambasiva Rao, Deputy Executive Engineer,
O/o Engineer-in-Chief , Public Health, Hyderabad, Rl,/o. Hyderabad.

5. S.Suresh Kumar, S/o Lakshminarayana, Occ: Deputy Executive Engineer,
Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, Hyderabad, Fl/o. Hyderabad.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to declare the action of the Respondents in effecting promotions to the
post of Executive Engineers by conducting Departmental Promotion Committee
on 24-5-2013 or any other date during the Courts vacation ignoring the final
integrated seniority list of Deputy Executive Engineers dated 29-9-2010 and also
in spite of reserving the matter for Judgment by this Hon.ble Tribunal in
O.A.No.507/2013 and batch dated 25-3-2013 and consequently declare that the
respondents cannot effect any promotions to the post of Executive Engineer
ignoring the final integrated seniority list of Deputy Executive Engineers dated
29-9-2010 till the pronouncement of the Judgment which was reserved by this
Hon'ble Tribunal on 25-3-2013.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.V.RAMANA
Counsel forthe Respondents: GP FOR SERVICES

The Court made the following: ORDER



HONOURABI-E SRI IUSTICE N.V.SHRAVAN KUMAR

ORDER:

Today when the matter has been taken up for hearing,

learned counsel for the petitioner submits that due to efflux of

time, the cause in the writ petition (TR) does not survive for

further adjudication and the learned Government Pleader

appearing for respondents has fairly acceded to the same.

2. Recording t-he submissions made by learned counsel

appearing on either side, the Writ Petition (TR) is dismissed as

infructuous.

3. Miscellaneous applications, if any pending, shall stand

closed. No order as to costs.

SD/-L. SIVA PARVATHI
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I Two CCs to GP FOR SERVICES, High Court for the State of Telangana, at
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HIGH COURT

DATED:1810112023

ORDER 1E
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DrsMrssrNG THE WR|T PET|TION (TR)
AS INFRUCTUOUS WITHOUT COSTS.
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