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THE HON’BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE SRI  RAGHVENDRA SI NGH CHAUHAN  

AND 

THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE A. ABHI SHEK REDDY 

 

W RI T APPEAL No .5 1 1  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

JUDGMENT:  { Per the Hon’ble the Chief Just ice Sr i Just ice Raghvendra Singh Chauhan}  

 
 

 The State of Telangana has filed this appeal for challenging the 

order dated 25.02.2019, passed by a learned Single Judge in 

WP.No.3305 of 2019, whereby the learned Single Judge has directed 

the Telangana State Public Service Com m ission ( ‘Com m ission’ for 

short )  to consider the cases of the pet it ioners for appointm ent  to the 

post  of School Assistant  (Social Studies)  by duly taking into 

considerat ion their  qualificat ion of securing m ore than 50%  m arks in 

Post -Graduat ion as valid, and to consider their  cases for appointm ent  

if they were to fall within the zone of considerat ion, and are found to 

be eligible and suitable for the said post . 

 

2. Without  having to narrate the factual posit ion of this case, 

suffice it  to say that , according to the im pugned order, a concession 

was m ade by the learned Governm ent  Pleader before the learned 

Single Judge that ,  in fact ,  “ the qualificat ion possessed by the 

pet it ioners is valid and hence their  cases have to be considered for 

appointm ent  to the post  of School Assistant  (Social Studies) .   

The learned Governm ent  Pleader further subm its that  as per the NCTE 

Regulat ions also, the pet it ioners are qualified and eligible for  

appointm ent  to the post  of School Assistant  (Social Studies)  as they 

have secured m ore than 50%  m arks in the Post  Graduat ion level” .   
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3. The learned counsel for the appellants is m erely apprehensive 

that  the im pugned order passed due to the concession m ade by the 

learned Governm ent  Pleader could be used by others to seek sim ilar 

relief from  the Court . Therefore, he prays that  the im pugned order 

should be rest r icted to only the pet it ioners, and not  to others. 

 

4. However, the operat ive port ion of the im pugned order clearly 

reveals that  the order is in persona,  and not  in rem .   

Therefore, obviously, the order is rest r icted only to the pet it ioners who 

had approached before the writ  Court . Hence, the benefit  of the said 

order cannot  be extended to others. Hence, the apprehension being 

entertained by the learned counsel for the appellants is m isplaced. 

 

5. Since a concession had been m ade by the learned Governm ent  

Pleader, and since the im pugned order is passed on such concession, 

this Court  does not  find any illegality or perversity in the im pugned 

order passed by the learned Single Judge. 

 

For the reasons stated above, this Court  does not  find any m erit  

in the writ  appeal and it  is hereby dism issed. Pending m iscellaneous 

pet it ions shall also stand dism issed. There shall be no order as to 

costs.                      

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

RAGHVENDRA SI NGH CHAUHAN, CJ 

 

 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

A. ABHI SHEK REDDY, J 
September 11, 2019 

DSK 


