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The Court made the following:
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ORAL ORDER

          In this writ petition, the petitioner seeks a writ of Mandamus

directing the respondent herein to promote the petitioner on par with the

petitioner juniors as per the seniority list of Staff Assistants dt. 1-4-2009 will

all consequential benefits in seniority, promotion and salaries.

       Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner as well as            Sri

K.Raghuveer Reddy, learned Standing Counsel for the respondents.

       Learned Standing Counsel for the respondents furnished a copy

of the guidelines prepared by National Bank for Agriculture and Rural

Development (NABARD). According to the said guidelines, promotion may

be based on written test, interview and performance appraisal for Group-C to

Group-B and Group-B to Group-A, and  for promotions within Group-A, it

could be based on interview and performance appraisal.  Learned Standing

Counsel for the respondents  further submitted that on 12-11-2011 interviews

were conducted  and the petitioner secured  only 7.5 marks  and the

petitioner’s case  was rejected  so also others since their performance was

not up to the mark.

          The only contention of the learned counsel for the

petitioner is that  though juniors of the petitioner are promoted, the

petitioner was not promoted.

          Admittedly, earlier promotions were effected   on 7-2-

2011. Unfortunately, the petitioner was placed under suspension

from                    1-12-2010  to 15-2-2011 and he was reinstated on 15-

2-2011. Therefore, even if others were promoted on 7-2-2011, the



petitioner cannot have any grievance against those persons.

            In the circumstances, I do not find any ground  in the writ

petition.

            The writ petition is accordingly dismissed. No order as to

costs.
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