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O R D E R 

 

 Respondent No.3 – Sta te of Telangana , rep resented  by the 

Inspec tor Genera l of Polic e, Intelligenc e, issued  notific a tion vide 

memorandum in Rc .No.370/ A2/ 2018 da ted  20.01.2018, c a lling  for 

nomina tions  for appointment by transfer,  for filling  up  the vac anc ies of 

Assistant Ana lytic a l Offic ers (I.D. Assistant) in the Intelligenc e Department.  

In respec t of age limit, in the notific a tion, it is ind ic a ted  “ tha t no person 

sha ll be elig ib le who have c ompleted  32 years of age as on        

30.06.2017” .  Pursuant to the sa id  notific a tion, petitioners, who have being 

working as Polic e Constab les, submitted  their nomina tions, as they fulfill 

the age and  other c riteria .  In pa rtia l mod ific a tion of the earlier 

notific a tion da ted  20.01.2018,  3rd   respondent, issued  revised  notific a tion 

vide memorandum in Rc .No.370/ A2/ 2018 da ted  13.02.2018, wherein in 

respec t of age c riteria , it is mentioned  tha t “ no person sha ll be elig ib le 

who has c omp leted  32 years of age as on 01.07.2018” .  The grievanc e of 

the petitioners is tha t by c hange in c ut off da te with regard  to age from 

‘30.06.2017’  to ‘ 01.07.2017’ , they have bec ome inelig ib le, and  thus a re 

being deprived  of opportunity. Ventila ting  their g rievanc e, they made 

representa tion da ted  22.03.2018 to the 2nd  respondent – Direc tor Genera l 

of Polic e, to c onsider their nomina tions, taking  into c onsidera tion the age 

c riteria  fixed  in the initia l notific a tion da ted  20.01.2018.  Aggrieved  by the 

inac tion of the respondents in c onsidering  their rep resenta tion, p resent 

writ petition is filed . 

 

 This c ourt on 28.03.2018 passed  the following interim order: 

 
 “ The p roc ess of selec tion initia ted , pursuant to memorandums da ted  

20.01.2018 and  13.02.2018, is sub jec t to further orders in this beha lf.”  



 2 

 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners would  submit tha t Rule 6 of 

Andhra  Pradesh Polic e (Intelligenc e) Subord ina te Servic es Rules, 1999 (for 

short ‘ the Rules’ ) as amended  by G.O.Rt.No.643 Home (Lega l-II) 

Department, p rovide d ifferent c riteria  in respec t of age limit, for 

appointment by transfer and  by d irec t rec ruitment. Learned  c ounsel 

c ontended  tha t it is settled  p rinc ip le of law tha t c ut-off da te c annot be 

c hanged a fter c ommenc ement of rec ruitment p roc ess, therefore, 

c hange in c ut off da te with regard  to age, by subsequent notific a tion, 

c annot deprive the petitioners, who a re found  elig ib le under the initia l 

notific a tion da ted  20.01.2018.  Therefore, he sought for a  d irec tion to the 

respondents to c onsider the nomina tions of the petitioners’ , c onsidering  

their age, as per the initia l notific a tion da ted  20.01.2018. 

 

 On the other hand , lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader for 

Servic es submit tha t sinc e the initia l notific a tion da ted  20.01.2018, with 

regard  to age, is not in tune with the p roviso to Rule 6 of the Rules 

c onta ined  in G.O.Ms.No.168 da ted  25.05.1999 as amended  by 

G.O.Ms.No.411 da ted  25.09.2009, revised  notific a tion was issued .  

Therefore, he submits tha t this c ourt may not interfere with the revised  

notific a tion. 

 

 In this c ase it is to be seen tha t the Rules were framed under 

G.O.Rt.No.168 Home (Polic e-A) Department da ted  25.05.1999.  By virtue of 

amendment under G.O.Rt.No.643 Home (Lega l-II) Department da ted  

10.05.2007, Rule 6, was substituted  as under: 

 
 “ No person sha ll be elig ib le for appointment by transfer, if he has 

c omp leted  28 years and  in the c ase of by d irec t rec ruitment, if he has 

c omp leted  28 years of age on the 1st day of July of the year in whic h the 

notific a tion for selec tion is made .”  
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 By virtue of subsequent amendment under G.O.Ms.No.411 Home 

(Lega l.II) Department da ted  25.09.2009, p roviso to above Rule 6 was 

added , whic h reads as fo llows: 

 
 “ Provided  tha t a  person who has not c omp leted  32 years of age on 

the first day of July of the year in whic h the notific a tion for selec tion is 

made sha ll be elig ib le for appointment to the post of Intelligenc e 

Branc h Assistant.”  

 

 

 It is to be seen tha t without amendment to Rule 6, by virtue of 

G.O.Ms.No.411 da ted  25.09.2009, p roviso was added , whic h is not c lea r 

whether the sa id  p roviso is app lic ab le to both d irec t rec ruitment and  to 

appointment by transfer. 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners submit tha t there a re number of 

vac anc ies and  the petitioners made representa tion da ted  22.03.2018 to 

the 2nd  respondent for c onsidering their c ases as per the initia l notific a tion 

da ted  20.01.2018. 

 

 Learned  Assistant Government for Servic es, on instruc tions, d id  not 

d ispute with regard  to existenc e of number of vac anc ies. 

 

 In view of the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es, 2nd  respondent is d irec ted  

to c onsider the rep resenta tion of the petitioners da ted  22.03.2018 and  

take appropria te ac tion in ac c ordanc e with law.   Till then, ten posts of 

Assistant Ana lytic a l Offic ers (I.D. Assistant), sha ll be kep t vac ant. 

 

 Writ petition is ac c ord ing ly d isposed  of.   

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 
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