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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE NINTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONQURABLE SMT JUSTICE T.MADHAVI DEVI

CONTEMPT CASE NO: 2344 OF 2024

Contempt Case under Section 10 to 12 of Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 to

punish the Respondents herein for violation and willful disobedience of the orders

of this Court dated 01.08.2023 passed in W.P.No.20538 of 2025.
Between:

AND

Smt. K. Yeshoda, W/o Late K.Nagéshwar Rao Aged about 52 years, working
as Kamati at Government Social Welfare Girls, Hostel Husnabad, Husnaba
Mandal, Karimnagar District.

...Petitioner

. Smt. Pramilasathpathi, | A.S., District Collector (SCDD) Karimnagar District

Karimnagar

Sri K.Nageshwar, Deputy Director, Schedule Caste Development Department,
Karimnagar, Karimnagar District.

N.Sridhar, S/o and age not known to the petitioner, Principal Secretary to
Govt., Scheduled Caste Development Dept., Secretariat, Hyderabad.

Sandeep Kumar Sulthania, S/o and age not known to the petitioner, Principal
Secretary to the Govt., Finance Dept., Telangana, Hyderabad.

(Leave granted to file the present CC against R3 and R4 and impleaded as
per the Court Orders dtd.17.10.2025 in 1A Nos.2 and 3/2025 in CC
N0.2344/2024).

...Respondents

Counsetl for the Petitioner: SRI AMALAHAR RAO

Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR SERVICES-IH

The Court made the following: ORDER




IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF 1 ELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THE HONOURABLE SMT. JUSTICE, T. MAD JA VI DEVI

CONTEMPT CASE No.2344 OF 2021

DATE: 09 .12.2025
Between
Smt. K. Yeshoda

...Petitioner
AND
Smt. Pramilasathpathi, 1.A.S.,
District Collector (SCDD) Karimnagar District
Karimnagar and three others.
..Respondents

ORDER

This Contempt Case is filed secking punis ment to the
respondents under Sections 10 to 12 of the Contempt »f Courts Act,
1971, for violation and wilful disobedience of the order . of this Court
dated 01.08.2023 passed in W.P.N0.20538 of 2023 i to pass such

other order or orders.

2. This Court. vide order dated 01.08.2023 in W.I No0.20538 of

2023 had directed respondents No.3 and 4 therein 1¢ consider the
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representation of the petitioner and to pass appropriate orders thercon
within a period of six (06) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order. The petitioner was seeking regularization of her services
with effect from the date of her initial appointment i.e., 03.05.1991, as
was done in the case of a similarly situated employee,
i.c., Smt. M. Shantha. Tt was stated that the services of the said
similarly placed employee had been regularized from the date of her
initial appointment. Alleging non-compliance of the orders of the

Court, the present Contempt Case has been filed.

3. The petitioner claims to have made several representations to
the authorities for compliance of the directions of this Court; but

since, no action was taken, the Contempt Case has been filed.

4. Respondent No.l filed a counter affidavit stating that, in
compliance with the directions of this Court, he submitted a detailed
report dated 26.10.2023 to the Commissioner (SCDD), Telangana,
Hyderabad, for taking appropriate action on the claim of the petitioner
for regularization of her services from the date of her initial
appointment. The Commissioner (SCDD}) also addressed a letter dated

28.02.2024 to the Government in this regard. By endorsement dated
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27.10.2023, the petitioner was informed that her r<( uest would be
considered afier receipt of orders from the Commissioner and the
Government, as the District Collector is not the cory etent authority
for regularization of appointments. In the meantim: the petitioner
filed the Contempt Case. 1t is further stated thai thereafter, the
Government, through letter dated 28.05.2025, decid: | to regularize
the services of the petitioner with effect from 01.12.2)15 as Kamati
and also sanctioned consequential monetary benefits 11 ym the date of
her regular appointment under the scheme for relief anv rehabilitation
of victims of atrocities belonging to SCs and <Ts issued in
G.0.Ms.No.29, Social Welfare (H) Department, dated ( 8.03.1985 and
informed the District Collector to take necessary actior in the matter.,
On the basis of the instructions of the Goverr: tent and the
Commissioner, an endorsement dated 12.06.2025 has cen issued to
the petitioner informing her that her services were e ularized with
effect from 01.12.2015 and that she had already becr claiming the
monetary benefits from 01.12.2015 and at present, no i w action is to
be taken in the matter. 1t is further stated that aggric d by the said
endorsement, the petitioner submitted another repre:¢ ntation dated

16.06.2025, which was forwarded to the Commission: - (SCDD) for
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further instructions and the Commissioner, in turn, addressed a letter
dated 26.06.2025 to the Principal Sccretary to Government and
respondent No.1 had also addressed to the Principal Secretary, SCDD
on 01.07.2025, 09.07.2025 and 16.07.2025 respectively. However, no
instructions were received {rom the Government till the date of filing
of the counter. Thus, according to him, the order of this Court has
been complied with by considering the petitioner’s representation and

there is no wilful disobedience on his part.

5.7 Learned Government Pleader for Services-IlI, relying upon the
averments made in the counter affidavit, submitted that if the
petitioner is aggrieved, she has to challenge the said endorsement and
there is no contempt of Court and hence, the Contempt Case has to be

closed.

6. After hearing the matter, at the admission stage, this Court was
of the opinion that the orders of this Court have not been complied
with, inasmuch as the respondents have not explained as how the case
of the petitioner is not similar to the case of Ms. Shantha. Thereafter,
the proceedings dated 13.1 12025 were issued regularizing the

services of the petitioner from the date of her initial appointment i.¢.,
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03.05.1991 and the consequential monetary benefit were granted
w.el, 01.12.2015 i.e., from the date of her regular apy»intment. 1t is
stated that these proceedings were passed to avoic further legal

complications in the matter.

7. Learned counsel for the petitioner, however, subr itted that afier
receipt of the said proceedings, the petitioner has made a
representation dated 18.11.2025 requesting that her ay should be
fixed w.e.f. 03.05.199] and also seeking sanction of he medical leave
from 14.09.2019 10 19.03.2020, for which an applicati ,mn had already

been submitted.

8. Having regard to the rival contentions and 1 > material on
record, this Court finds that the petitioner was initially ippointed vide
proceedings dated 03.05.1991 and her services hase now been
regularized from the date of initial appointment. {owever, pay
lixation has been done only from the date of her regul. r appointiment
Le., 01.12.2025.  Having regularized her services w.: f. 03.05.1991,
the pay of the petitioner also has to be fixed notionally from the date

ot her initial appointment, and monetary benefit mi - be extended
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from 01.12.2015. The respondents are therefore directed to pass

orders accordingly.

9. As far as compliance with the orders of this Court to consider
the representation of the petitioner is concerned, this Court is satisfied

that the order of this Court has been complied with.

10. The Contempt Case is accordingly closed. If the petitioner has
any further grievance, she may initiate appropriate proceedings.

There shall be no order as to costs.

- Pending miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall also stand

dismissed.
Sd/- V. KAVITH
DEPUTY REGIS \
IITRUE COPY/!
SECTION OFFICER
To,

1 One CC to SR AAMALAHAR RAO, Advocate [OP
2 Two CCs to GP FOR SERVICES Ill, High Court for the State of Telangana.
[QUT]
3. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:09/12/2025

ORDER
CC.No.2344 of 2024

CLOSING THE CONTEMPT CASE
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