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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 27™ DAY OF MARCH, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.R.KRISHNA KUMAR
WRIT PETITION NO. 25898 OF 2025 (S-RES)

BETWEEN:

SMT. MANJULA H.N.,

AGED ABOUT 48 YEARS,

W/O BASAVARAJU K.N.,

WORKING AS PROJECT MANAGER,

NIRMITHI KENDRA,

CHAMARAJANAGARA,

R/AT GROUND FLOOR,

SREE BEERESHWARA NILAYA,

SHREE CHAITANYA RESIDENTIAL LAYOUT

MASAGAPURA,

CHAMARAJANAGARA - 571 313.
...PETITIONER

(BY SRI. D.R.RAVISHANKAR, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI.SHIVA KUMAR N., ADVOCATE)

Digitally signed

s%@%@mm AND:

B i":§ : .

Location: High 1. PRINCIPAL SECRETARY,
Karnataka HOUSING DEPARTMENT,

GOVERNMENT OF KARNATAKA,
OFFICE AT 2"° FLOOR,

VIKASA SOUDHA,

BENGALURU - 560 001.

2. CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER,
(MANAGING DIRECTOR, RAJIV GANDHI
VASATHINIGAMA),

KARNATAKA RAJYA NIRMANA KENDRA,
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OFFICE AT 9™ FLOOR,
E AND F BLOCK, KAVERI BHAVANA,
KEMPEGOWDA ROAD,
BENGALURU - 560 009.

3. DEPUTY COMMISSIONER,
(CHAIRMAN), NIRMITHI KENDRA,
OFFICE AT ZILLA ADALITHA BHAVANA,
CHAMARAJANAGARA - 571 313.

4. DIRECTOR,
KARNATAKA RAJYA NIRMANA KENDRA,
OFFICE AT SY. NO.18,
OPP. BEST COUNTY BUS STOP,
NEAR SAMBRAM COLLEGE,
CHIKKABETTAHALLI,
HESARAGHATTA MAIN ROAD,
VIDYARANYAPURA POST,
BENGALURU - 560 097.
...RESPONDENTS
(BY SRI.S.A.AHAMED, AAG A/W
SRI.SPOORTHY HEGDE, AGA FOR R1 & R3;

SRIL.JAYAKUMAR S PATIL, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI.RAHUL P., ADVOCATE FOR R2 AND R4)

THIS W.P. IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 226 AND 227 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING TO | ISSUE WRIT OF
CERTIORARI OR ANY OTHER WRIT/DIRECTION OR ORDER
AGAINST THE RESPONDENT NO.2 HEREIN AND QUASH THE
IMPUGNED ORDER OF RETRACTION OF DEPUTATION DATED
28.07.2025 WITH NO. KARNIK.25.NI.K.46.2025/7428 ISSUED BY
RESPONDENT NO 2 HEREIN VIDE ANNEXURE-H1 AND ETC.,

THIS PETITION, COMING ON FOR ORDERS, THIS DAY,

ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS UNDER:
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.R.KRISHNA KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

In this petition, the petitioner seeks the following
reliefs.

"i. Issue Writ of Certiorari or any other Writ/direction
or order against the Respondent No.2 herein and quash
the impugned order of retraction of deputation dated
28.07.2025 with No. KARNIK:25:Ni:K:46:2025/7428 issued
by Respondent No.2 herein vide ANNEXURE-H1.

ii. Issue Writ of Certiorari or any other Writ/direction
or order against the Respondent No.3 herein and quash
the order of relieving petitioner from duty dated 16.08.2025
with  No. NirmithiKendra/Yo.Vya/Nemakathi/01/2023-24
issued by Respondent No.3 herein vide ANNEXURE-J

iii. Direct the Respondent Authorities to continue the
services of the Petitioner in the position of Project

Manager, Nirmithi Kendra, Chamarajnagara,
iv. Pass such other order/s as this Hon'ble Court

deems fit as per facts and circumstances of the case."

2. Heard learned counsel for both the parties and

perused the material on record.

3. The Material on record will indicate that the petitioner

was initially appointed as an Assistant Engineer in respondent
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Nos.2 and 4 - KARNIK from 10.06.2008 onwards up to 19.07.2023,
when she was deputed to respondent No.3 - Nirmithi Kendra as
Project Manager on 12.10.2023. After intervening litigation in
WP No0.20687/2023, the petitioner assumed the charge of the
Project Manager, Nirmiti Kendra, Chamaraj Nagar on 12.10.2023.
When the petitioner was working as a Project Manager at
respondent No. 3 - Nirmiti Kendra, respondent No.1 - State issued
a communication dated 08.11.2023 purporting to withdraw/retract
the deputation order dated 17.07.2023. At that time, the petitioner
approached this Court in WP No0.25113/2023 and an interim order
of stay was granted on 10.11.2023 which continued to remain in
force and operate between the parties, till the said petition was
disposed of vide final Order dated 15.03.2024. Meanwhile,
respondent No.4 passed one more order dated 15.11.2023
purporting to outsource the services of the petitioner, which was
challenged by her in WP No0.28589/23, in which this Court has

passed an order of stay and the same is pending consideration.

4. Subsequently, on 15.03.2024, this Court allowed
WP No0.25113/2023 and took into account the undisputed fact that

the petitioner was deputed to work as a Project Manager in
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respondent no. 3 - Nirmiti Kendra from 12.10.2023 onwards, as a
result of which, her tenure would come to an end only on
12.10.2025 and accordingly disposed of the said petition as

hereunder :

"ORDER

The captioned petition is filed assailing the
impugned order passed by the respondent No.1
withdrawing the deputation order under which petitioner
was posted as Project Manager of Chamarajanagara
Construction Centre. The said order is assailed by the
petitioner.

2. Petitioner has been working as an Assistant
Engineer since 2008 at respondent No.2-Karnataka Rajya
Nirmana Kendra. Vide order dated 19.07.2023 issued by
the Managing Director of respondent No.2, upon direction
of the Principal Secretary, Housing Department, petitioner
herein was deputed as Project Manager of respondent
No.3-Nirmithi Kendra. Petitioner was relieved from the
post and reported to duty at respondent No.3-Nirmithi
Kendra.

3. Respondent No.3 issued a public notice by
way of paper publication calling for applications for the post
of Project Manager. Though respondent No.1 had issued
directions to respondent No.3 and all other Nirmithi Kendra
baring in new appointments for the post of Project Director,
respondent No.3 proceeded with recruitment process and
appointed  one Girish as Project Manager,
Chamarajanagara.

4. Petitioner questioned the appointment in
W.P.No.20687/2023. The coordinate Bench allowed the
writ petition and appointment of one Girish to the post of
Project Manager was set aside by this Court. This Court
was of the view that the said Girish did not possess
reasonable eligibility criteria to be appointed to the post of
Project Manager. Para 11 to 14 of the said order would be
relevant and the same is extracted as under:
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"11. In that view of the matter, it is clear that the
appointment of respondent No.4 would be illegal, since
he did not possess the appropriate qualifications of
M.Tech from a recognized University. As a
consequence, the impugned order appointing
respondent No.4 is quashed.

12. The respondents are directed to consider the
applications of the other eligible candidates and pass
appropriate orders, accordingly. W.P.No0.20692/2023 is
allowed to the extent stated above.

13. In view of the above, W.P.No.20687/2023
does not survive for consideration and the same is
accordingly disposed of.

14. As a consequence, if respondent No.4 has
taken charge, he shall forthwith hand over the charge to
the petitioner in W.P.No0.20687/2023.”

5. Pursuant to the directions issued by this Court to
respondent No.4 therein to forthwith handover charge to the present
petitioner, the local MLA who is the Ex-Manager has issued a letter to
respondent No.1 to immediately remove petitioner as she has brought
disrepute to the Department by initiating litigation against the
Department. It would be useful for this Court to refer to the contents of
the letter addressed by the MLA which reads as under:

Vo Deejord Jaand, F020DHDoT, SNIFEIE 092} V€D
Beoy@Q) BecD3 DoeVY9 BeF. IV VDD MI/T SP0D eSS
&PoD. TBaDE R023:IAVO’ €8)) FoAVEIDELVIDZT. R0
drab eDbal 3 ST decdd0AY), rHIrT e000¢) 5’@’5‘%’.
NDELRDIDE RO D008 17-07-2023000D T39600 e80T
Bo0VEDB-2, D3 RPY QDA V0BT 29 JDES
seogw alpesve FoTeps0 @G Jaleessy eldyweN
(3530 a8 ndido). 800 & &od eond HOveos. 20-09-
20220000 ©@00F gy FAVEITEBHIQEIONK),  SoJEES'
eJorstetd e Sodest rv’org’ai)e; 8) 0Oy &0 QA3 Barte

D0abD0 Dedaly 13T epeold e RDYRbor daleessy
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DB TG IDIDY D08 Forte D3 oDy RDOXY
0o aveye ¢ aleesve G aTens/ IS0 @grt
dalpesoed TGy 0t &3 w0BR3IT (G eN3dD) Eorre
IIVTBINT B9 DS Beor@ alpeesvo & oTIPsd &G
00X 890800 T3 ZEewT BWOBITA HoBo IO
2V0BINC B9 JDeS Seond  alpeesveo & dT9DS0
AapeSSDID  SoVPRY  20b0dNDYD  abeely eess, DD
SHVIE. BIN0B0 BB eIoV0BIT0 83¢) O &J&o
GSEIFADOT TOTIEW VB 230VTBINT 29 JeS &0
alpezsvo & DTIDS0 BT SoPIV ePSEIVEC) WS €8] DEAVRY
eal, ol&powd & ed3 Doe v He AV VIO oIEE® TogrT
»0DDASDB0. & J@av@a deaDd oo deF A DD
REFOD  ZPoT  FAVEDBNY D3 QU dv&z)y
SIAVEIDEBINEIONR), BodFE’ Borle GDTIDS JDeFIS,
Ooe3ea’ 11008 TS I JaVDS, B9QE0s Borte &g Fa,
IIVTIBANTT 839 JDES Beor) ROSH GV S P50y Iy
or) BUIFEIE 0oz Ve dgabeeabnd Be wels TOIDID
d@otddah  dorte ASEOET B3 BID DA PO
EpODZ90. & J=ab S, VobIrT 0ADIAY (Z3 er13a).

g3 Vo2 ¥o BeF.dN’ XDV SoIFE* TOFAVOD WobIYRY)
el TBE0Z 3 Db JeB & S¥Ivod esed
DoB&poB3a0.

A) ep0oBIN0 809 JdES Seond aleessve & DTIDS0
&7 (Bv908: 21-05-2020 T &6Jed escded &30 &8 er1dda)

B) 23530 809 JES o alpesNe JDeraE0 &Y
(B208: 11-06-20210 &¢Jed &sc3ed @30 &3 en3dad)
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C) 2300200 259 JeS Seomd alpesve FoTIHs0
&GrT (Bv908: 19-07-2023 O &0 3 godn 830 &3 N3

D) wsosoa Heef sgsore WP No: 20687/2023

1. Principal Secretary, Housing Department,
Government of Karnataka

2. Chief Executive Officer, MD, Rajiv Gandi Vasati
Nigama. Karnataka Rajya Nirman Kendra.

3. Deputy Commissioner, Chairman Nirmithi
Kendra, Chamarajanagar.

g eD3 Doeyo BeF OV XA SIS ToFAIN 00D
BV LIHDES TS RV ARl Aeredodede
B3¢ &) o INDIIT. eoYoe Dedpod aloezs o
FOTITER,/ eS80 BGIT 098, IIT 2859 eSS Beo Ty
QVYP0B0 39098 V02T 3/T TISAVrDT &TIIITPrT esalo
By JDe3 Seomd R0BIADOTTY ot HEINYT 3903 &
Q02p0SE eBe) RS GOIDITYT Xevor) &HeY 3038
QD02p0S3 Jedey J¥0g) VaBWIT. R0 Eo)FE ToF
dorve 2) oYt &) Jded Seor He)odrerT Fe3 o)
w3y  wobod Dol B dVed  Seogrny
BIQVEeIVDEIBNST BAVNDSET. SadFs* ToF RoIHOo
&S VBRI, SBAWID DaUem0or 3,00 oZ
Rplagalea) Ro2)D3e. ahriariese R0 aees
DD,/ TPV RS e SBSNYRY aBErod o0
e Tp& SodoD b BOATLY EpedI9. & DIIADY
BONEFd 09gy 0 VI SBYS JeEde) So & ToF D& JeDES3
seogny &3R)§abvor & ey WS IV I@d X0 JG
RPIVOT WS SooD FV BWAD. V3T SPI0DY S3Fey
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DLW IDD VDO, Bo:)E&* D0FJAVOT Desortpevoed &orte ¢
TIVE, TS OBE CRJRFADRY NeDs osey & awees
&peoaN.”

6. Upon careful examination of the material on record,
this Court unequivocally finds that withdrawal of deputation
order is in gross violation of principles of natural justice.
Essentially, natural justice requires that a person receives a fair
and unbiased hearing before a decision is made that will
negatively affect the party. The three main requirements of
natural justice that must be made in every case are: adequate
notice, fair hearing and no bias.

7. The respondents contention that complaint have
been lodged against the petitioner cannot serve as a valid
ground for the withdrawal of deputation order in absence of due
process. Even if it is a deputation order, the essence of justice
necessitates that allegations be substantiated through a fair
and transparent adjudicatory process.

8. Petitioner initially deputed to respondent No.3-
Nirmithi Kendra has contested the appointment of another
candidate to the post to which she was deputed. Upon judicial
review, this Court has duly set aside the appointment and
respondent No.3 is directed to reinstate the petitioner to her
former position.

9. The pivotal question before this Court pertains to
how compliance with High Court directive vis-a-vis withdrawal
of deputation order at the instance of MLA’s recommendation.

10. Having regard to the facts on hand, this Court must
address validity of MLA’s influence in the decision making
process, particularly recommendation by the MLA to remove
petitioner from service. The respondent No.1, however, has
found out a way to implement the dictate of MLA by
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withdrawing the deputation order. The recommendation of MLA
as evident from the letter vide Annexure-H and the portion
which is culled out supra, is a clear influence of the MLA on the
decision to withdraw the deputation order. There are no valid
grounds for withdrawing the deputation order. The petitioner’s
exercise of her legal right to approach the High Court cannot be
considered as malice of Government or department. It is
fundamental right of every individual to seek legal redressal
where they plea that their rights have been violated.

11. This factual matrix is admitted by Additional
Advocate General. He has fairly conceded that petitioner had
every right to approach this Court in earlier round of litigation.
Since the impugned order withdrawing the deputation is tainted
with malafides which is tangible from the material on record,
withdrawal of deputation order is invalid and is clearly in
violation of the direction issued by this Court as per Annexure-
G. The influence of MLA on decision making process is deemed
irrelevant and unjustified.

12. Learned counsel for respondent No.2 had moved
this matter indicating that interim order granted by this Court
has turned out to be an impediment to make permanent
appointment by initiating fresh recruitment process. Based on
her statement, this matter was taken up for early hearing out
of turn. This Court has taken cognizance of the interim order
granted by this Court. This Court has not stalled the
recruitment process. This Court had only stayed execution and
operation of Annexure-J under which the respondent No.1 had
withdrawn the deputation order and petitioner was repatriated
to respondent No.2-parent Society. If respondent No.3 intends
to fill up vacant post through proper recruitment process, there
was no impediment for respondent No.3. However, under the
garb of initiating recruitment process, petitioner cannot be
displaced. In the event, proper recruitment process is
conducted and a candidate having prescribed eligibility and
qualification is appointed, petitioner who is on deputation would
obviously lose her right to hold the post of Project Manager.
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13. With these observations, this Court proceeds to
pass the following:

ORDER
(i) The writ petition is allowed;

(ii) The impugned letter of direction dated
08.11.2023 issued by respondent No.1 vide
Annexure-J is hereby quashed;

(iii) The respondent No.3 is hereby directed to
continue the services of the petitioner in the
present place until she completes her tenure of two
years or a permanent appointment is made through
proper recruitment process;

(iv) Pending I.As., if any, does not survive for
consideration and stands disposed of."

5. Subsequent to this Court passing the aforesaid order
and even before the expiry of two years as directed by this Court,
which was due to expire on 12.10.2025, respondent No.3 passed a
resolution, to which, the Director of respondent No.2 was a party
dated 22.01.2025 which is relied upon by the petitioner for the
purpose of contending that the petitioner was directed to be
absorbed into services of respondent No.3/Nirmiti Kendra.
Subsequently, on 28.07.2025, respondent No.2 passed the
impugned order purporting to retract/withdraw the deputation of the
petitioner even before the expiry of the term of deputation which

was due to expire on 12.10.2025.
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6. Under these circumstances, the petitioner approached
this Court by way of the present petition, in which this Court passed
an interim order dated 23.08.2025 staying the impugned order till
12.10.2025 and directed the matter to be listed on 13.10.2025.
However, on that day on 13.10.2025, this Court declined to extend
the interim order on the ground that the term of deputation of the
petitioner had expired as on 12.10.2025. Under these
circumstances, the petitioner approached the Division Bench,
which dismissed the Writ Appeal in WA No.1752/2025 vide final

Order dated 29.10.2025.

7. Subsequent to the disposal of the WA No0.1752/2025
dated 29.10.2025, respondent No.3 has passed one more
resolution dated 11.11.2025 giving effect for the purpose of giving
effect to the orders passed by the Division bench in the Writ

Appeal.

8. A perusal of the aforesaid facts and circumstances and
the impugned order at Annexure - H1 passed by respondent Nos.2
and 4, the impugned order at Annexure - J passed by respondent
No. 3 - Nirmiti Kendra and the subsequent resolution dated

11.11.2025 passed by the respondent No.3 will clearly indicate that
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insofar as it relates to petitioner is concerned, is sufficient to come
to the conclusion that the resolution of respondent No.3 - Nirmiti
Kendra dated 22.01.2025, to which, the Director of respondent
No.2 and 4 - KARNIC is a party has not been taken into account
nor its impact has been considered by the respondent Nos.2 to 4

while passing the impugned orders and resolution.

9. Under these circumstances, | deemed it just and
appropriate to set aside the communication at Annexure - J, as well
as subsequent resolution dated 11.11.2025 insofar as it relates to
the petitioner and direct respondent No.3 to the consider the claim
of the petitioner in accordance with law, bearing in mind the
resolution at Annexure - H dated 22.01.2025 within a stipulated

time frame.

ORDER

(i)  The petition is hereby partly allowed.

(i) The impugned order at Annexure-J dated
16.08.2025 issued by respondent No.3 and
subsequent resolution dated 11.11.2025 are

hereby quashed.
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The challenge to Annexure H1 has been rendered

infructuous in view of disposal of the present petition.

The petitioner is directed to appear before respondent
No.3 / the duly designated Committee on 15.04.2026.

Respondent Nos.2 and 4 shall issue necessary
permission / no objection for the petitioner to appear
before respondent No.3 on 15.04.2026 and liberty is
reserved in favour of petitioner to file pleadings,
documents etc., which shall be considered by the
respondent No.3/the duly designated Committee,
which shall take appropriate decision/pass appropriate
orders as regards the claim of the petitioner for
absorption into services of the respondent No.3 -
Nirmiti Kendra bearing in mind Annexure - H dated
22.01.2025 in accordance with law within a period of

three weeks, i.e., on or before 30.05.2026.

Sd/-
(S.R.KRISHNA KUMAR)
JUDGE
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