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HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN 
 

AND 
 

HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE M. GANGA RAO 

WRIT APPEAL No.1689 OF 2017 
 
JUDGMENT: (per  V. Ramasubramanian, J) 

 
 

Aggrieved by the dismissal of her writ  pet it ion, challenging the 

declarat ion that  she is medically unf it  for appointment  to the post  of  

police constable, the writ  pet it ioner has come up with the above writ  

appeal.   

2.  Heard Mr.T.S. Rayalu, learned counsel for the appellant .  Mr. 

D. Bala Kishan Rao, learned counsel takes not ice for the Public Service 

Commission.   

 3.  Pursuant  to a not if icat ion issued by the Public Service 

Commission in Not if icat ion No.5/ 2016, the appellant  applied for 

appointment  to the post  of Transport  Constable in the Transport  

Department .  The not if icat ion st ipulated certain physical measurements.  

In a medical examinat ion conducted on 31.01.2017 and 01.02.2017, the 

Medical Board opined that  the chest  measurement  and the vision of right  

eye of the appellant  were not  up to the requirements.  Therefore, she 

was disqualif ied.   

 4.  Challenging her disqualif icat ion and seeking a second Medical 

Board, the appellant  f iled a writ  pet it ion.  The writ  pet it ion was 

dismissed by a learned single Judge, af ter f inding that  there are no 

allegat ions of malaf idies against  the members of the Medical Board.  

Therefore, the appellant  is before us.  

 5.  As seen from the order of the learned single Judge, the 

select ions were already over in May, 2017 and appointment  orders have 

also been issued.  The learned Judge followed the rat io laid down by a 



VRS, J & MGR, J 
WA No.1689 of 2017 

 

3 

Division Bench of this Court  in Ponnala Praveen v. State of  Andhra 

Pradesh1,  to which one of us (VRS,J) was a party.  It  was held in the said 

decision that  in the absence of any glaring mistakes or malaf idies,  the 

Court  cannot  direct  const itut ion of a second Medical Board.  We see no 

reason to interfere with the order of the learned Judge.   

 6.  Hence, the Writ  Appeal is dismissed.  As a sequel thereto, 

miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending shall stand dismissed.  No order 

as to costs. 

_____________________ 
V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN, J 

 
 

_______________ 
M. GANGA RAO, J 

November 10, 2017 
KTL 

                                                 
1 2017 (3) ALT 728 (D.B.) 


