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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD '-
(Special Original Jurisdiction) -

THURSDAY, THE TWENTY N1NTH DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOTJSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE T.MADHAVI DEVI T

WRIT PETITION Nos.15597 15864 15888 16598 16682 1677s

16781 16883 17112 17324 17377 17409 17428 17476 17520
,/

17604, 17790, 178{7 . 18048. 180s1. 18104. $ml. 1 S296. 18452.

18730 1907 2107 21557 '22548 & 23048 0F 2020

wRtT PET|TION NO.250620F 2022

AND

|.A.NO.1 0F 2023 !N W.P.NO.'|7324 0F 2020

WRIT PETITION No. 1ss97 OF 2020

Between:

...PETITIONER

ANO

Uppari Thirumalesh, S/o. Krishna, aged 34 years, Rl/o H.No. 4€5/1, leeza, Jec,za
(Village and Mandal), Jogulamba Gadwal District, (Erstwhile Mahabubnagar District),
Telangana State, Candidate l.D. No. 71 160552, H.T. No. 128873, BC-D, Marks-So,
Rank-4.

1. The Telangana State Southern Power Distribution Cornpany Ltd., Having its
Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Cornpound, Hyderabad- 5@O63, rep.
by its Chairman and Managing Director

2. The Chief General Manager (HRD), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-
1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063

3. The Suberintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Gadwal, TS
SPDCL, Gadwal District, (Erstwhite Mahabubnagar District), Telangana State

4. The State of Telangana, General Administration Departrn€nt (GAD),
Secretariat, Hyderabad. rep. by rts Chief Secrelary

...RESPONDENTS



l

Petitaon under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ f,f mandamus, declaring the action of the Respondents in

implementing lh() Presidential Order to the Notified Junior Line Men posts in the

Notification No. 1 of 2019, dared 28l}gl2019 and the action of the 3rd

Respondenf in not permitting the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test Scheduled

on O2lO9l2O2O, irr spite of submitting a[ the Study Certificates pertaining to 1st to

7th Class at 2.00 p.m. as arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21

of the Constitution of lndia and also contrary to the Presidential Order issued by

the 4th Respordent vide G.O. Ms. No. 124, GAD, dated 30/08/2OlB and

consequently reird down the Notrfacatron No,. 1 of 2019, dated 2BlO9l2O19 aN
direct the Respcndents No. 1 to 3 to permit the petitioner to the pole Climbing

Test based his Merit and Social status. without reference to the presidential

Order, or alternatively by verilying his Study Certificates from et to 7th Class and
accordingly app()int the Petitioner as Junior Line Man based on his sucoess in

the Pole Climbin,l Test to be hetd, with atl consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2021,

Petition u der Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be.pleased to
direct the Respondents No. 1 to 3 to permit the petitioner to the pole clirnbing
T.est based his Merit and social status, without reference to the presidential

Order, or alternu rtively by verifying his Study Certificates from 1st to 7th Class
and accordingly appoint the Petationer as Junior Line Man based on his success

in the Pole climting Test to be hetd, pending disposal of the above writ petition.

fA NO: I OF 2021

Between:

1. The Telarulana state southern Power Distribution companv Ltd.. Havino its
Corporite Office at H.No. 6-1-10, Mint Compound, Hyderab'ad_ SbOOOi,Tep.
by its Chai'man and Managing Director

2. The-Chief rfenerat Manager (HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Offlce at H.No. 6-1_50, Mint Compound. Hyd6ra6ad -'SOoOOS
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3. The Superintending Engineer (Operation). Operation Circle, Gadwal,
TSSPDCL, Gadwal 

- Distriit, (Erstwhile [Vlahabubnagar Dskict), Telangana
State

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1 Uppari Thirumalesh, S/o. Krishna, aged 34 years, R/o H.No.435/1, leeza'
le'e2a Uillage and Mandal), Jogulamba Gadwa! Distrlgtr 

- -(E:try!ts
MahabubnagZn District), Teiangiana State, CandirJate l.D. No. 71 160552, H.T-
No. 128873, BC-D, Marks-SO, Rank-4.

2. The State of Telangana, General

...RESPONOENT/PETITIONER

Administration Department (GAD),
Secretariat, Hyderabad, rep. by its Chief Secretary

...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition. the High Court may be pleased to

vacate the interim orders granted in W.P. No. 15597 of 2020, dated 21'9-2020 -

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REODY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counset for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 3: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent No.4: GP FoR SERVICES-|||

WRIT PETITION NO: 15864 OF 2O2O

Between:

fulchammed Sulthan, S/o Fayaz Miya, Aged about 25 years,Occ. Nil' R/o H.No 2-3-
647 tBl187 ard -188, Prem Nalar, Amberpet, Hyderabad-sOOo13.

...PETITIONER

AND

1 . Southem Power Distribution Company of Telangana Limited, 6-1-5O'
Corporate Office, Mint Compound, Hyderabad Represented by its Chairmen
and Managing Director.

2. Superantending Engineer, Operation Circle-, Cyber- City (Rangy^ 
^Reddy)'Teiangana Siate -Southern Power Distribution 

- 
Company (TSSPDCL)'

Nanal-nagar X Roads, Rethibowli, Hyderabad, 500028.

3. Superintendingr Engineer. Operation Circle, TSSPDCL, Medchal-Malkalgiri
Dstrict, Gunrock, Sec-bad.
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4. Superinlending Engineer, Operation Circle, TSSPDCL, Hyderabad District-

5. State of Telangana. Represented by its Principal Secretary, Energy
Department. Secretariat, Hyderabad

...RESPONDENTS

Petition urrder Atlide 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circurnstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue order or direction more particulady one in the Writ of Mandamus,

to direct the resp,)ndents to consider the case of lhe petitioner as a local candidate

eilher to the Ranrla Reddy District (Cyber City) or in the Medchal-Malkajgiri District

or to the Hyderabad District ahd to allow the petitioner for further selection process

including for appointment basing upon the marks and rank of the petitiGner to the
post of Junior Lineman in pursuance to the notification No. 01 of 2019 dated

28-09-2019 on the file of 1'r respondent by holding the action of the respondents

No.1 and 2 in not considerjng the case of the petitioner as a local candidate either
of three Districts (Ranga Reddy, Medchal-Malkajgiri and Hyderabad Districts) as

unfair, arbitrary, unjust and violation of Article 14 of Constitution of lndia-

IANO: 1 OF 2{J20

Petition unrler Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed irr support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct
the respondent N,).1 to instruct to any one of the respondents No.2 to 4 to keep

one post vacant either MedchalMalkajgiri District or Ranga Reddy District or
Hyderabad Districl to the petitioner in pursuance to the notification No. 01 of 2019

dated 28logl2o19 on the file of 1 st respondent.

lA NO:2 OF 2020

Petition uncer Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed ir support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct
the respondent Nc,.1 to instruct to any one of the respondents No.2 to 4 to allow
the petitioner far the pole climbing test in any of the three Districts (Ranga Reddy,

Medchal-Malkajgiri and Hyderabad Districts) in pursuance to the notification No.

01 of 2019 dated 2810912O19 on the file of 1st respondent,
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lA NO: 3 OF 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affuavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct

the respondents to take up further process for appointment of the petitioner as

Junior Lineman in pursuance to the notafication No.1 of 2O19 dated 28-9-2O19 on

the file of 1 st respondent and letter No-SE/OP/CYB9DE-T/JAO-

ADM/C3/F./D.N 0.5.96-1l2O2O dated 29-09-2020 on the fike of the 3rd respondent,

Since the petitiofler is successful in the pole climbing test conducted on 30-9-2020

in pursuance to the interim orders dated 17 -O9-z0ldl_ of this Hon'ble Court'

lA NO: 1 OF 2021

Between:

'1. Southem Power Dastribution Company of Telangana Limited, 6-1-50'
Corporate Office. Mint Compound, Hideiabad Represented by its Chairmen
and Managing Director.

2. Suoerintendinq Enqineer. Operation Circle, Cyber City (Rangy- -849-V)'- ieianoana Siate "Southern ' Power Distribution Company (TSSPDCL),
Nanaliagar X Roads, Rethibowli. Hyderabad, 5OOO28.

3. Superiniend.ing Engineer, Operation Circle, TSSPDCL, Medchal-Malkaigiri
District. Gunrock, Sec-bad.

4. Superintending Engineer, Operation Circle, TSSPDCL, Hyderabad District'

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1 Mohammed Sulthan, Slo F ayaz Miya, Aged about 25 years,gqq. N!1. Ro'
H.No 2-e$+zlAt187and 188, Prem N'agar, Amberpet' Hyderabad-sO0Ol3.

2. State of Telangana, Represented
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad

...RESPONDENT/PETITIONER

by its Prirrcipal Secretary, EnergY

...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

Petition under Section 151 cPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to

vacate the interim order granted in l.A.No.2 oI 2O2O in W.P. No. 15864 of 2O2O

dated 17.O9.2O20 and dismiss the writ petition-
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Counsel for the F'etitioner: SRI M. VENKAT RAM REDDY

Counsel for the Flespondent Nos. 1 to 4: SRt G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsei for the tlespondent No.S: GP FOR SERVICES-|!|

WRIT PETITION NO: 15888 OF 2020

Between:

Gandhasiri Harish, S/o. Lingamurthy, aged 26 years, Fi/o H.No. C-139. Kothawada,
Maripeda Bangla, Meripeda, UahabubaUad District - 506315, (Erstwhile -Warangll
District), Telan-garra Stdte, Candidate l.D. No. 71107977, H.T- No. 13134O, BC - B,
Marks - 29, Rank . 383

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The Telangana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited and 4
Others, hiiving its Corporate Offlce at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound,
Hyderabad - 500063, rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director

2. The Chief (;eneral Manager (HRD), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-
1-50, Mint ()ompound, Hyderabad - 500063.

3. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Cybercity, TS
SPDCL, Rzrnga Retldydistrict, Nanalnagar X Roads, Rethibowli, Hyderabad -
500028, Te langana State.

4. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle. Medchal, TS
SPDCL, Mr:dchal-Malkaigiri district, Telangan+6a State.

5. The State of Telangana, General Administration Department (GAD),
Secretariat, Hyderabad, rep. by its Chief Secretary

...RESPONDENTS

Petition urLder Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumslances slated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction parlicularly one in the

nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the 1st Respondent in issuing

the C.O.O.Ms.Nc.189, dated 06{6-2007, the consequential Orders in C.O.O.Ms.

No.611, dated OI;O2-2O09 S.P.O.O.Ms.No.73O, dated 26-09-2015 and S.P.O O-

Ms.No.Ml, dated 26-09-2019 and the action of the Respondents in implementing

the Presidential Crder to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts in the Notification

No.l of 2019, dated 2a-Og-2O19 and the action of the 3'd Respondent in not

permitting the P€ltitioner to the Pole Climbing Test Scheduled on 27 -O8-2O2O. ia
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spite of submitting all the Study Certificates pertaining to 1"t to 10th Class as

arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 2-l of the Constitution of lndia

and also conlrary to the Presidential Order issued by the Sth Respondent vide

G.O.Ms.No.124, GAD dated 30-08-2018 and consequently set aside the orders in

C.o.o.Ms.No.189,dated06.06.2007.theconsequentialOrdersin
C.O.O.Ms.No.61 1, dated 05-02-2009, S'P'O'O'Ms'No'73O' dated 26{9-2015 and

s.p.o.o.Ms.No.M1, dated 26-09-2019 issued by the 1"t Respondent and read

downtheNotificationNo.lof2olg,dated2S{g.2olganddirecttheRespondents

No,1 to 4 to permit the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test based on his Merit and

Social Status, pursuant to the Notification No'Ol of 2019 dated 28{9-2019'

without reference to the Presidential Order, or altematively by verifying his Study

Certificates from 1'r to 1Orh Class and accordingly appoint the Petitioner as Junior

LineManbasedonhissuccessinthePoleClimbingTesttobeheld'withal|
consequential benefits.

(Prayer is amended as per Court Order dated 14'02'2023 in t'A'No'0l of

2022.1

tA NO: 10F 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition' the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents No. 1 to 4 to permit the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test

basedhisMeritandSocialstatus,withoutreferencetothePresidentialOrder'or

alternatively by verifying his Study Certificates from 1't to 1Oh Class and

accordingly appoint the Petitioner as Junior Line Man based on his success in the

Pole Climbing Test to be held, pending disposal of the above writ petition'

lA NO: 1 OF 2021

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the 3'd and 4h Respondents to issue the Appointment Order to the Petitioner as

Junior Line Man, against one of the existing Vacancies' on par with others'

pending disposal of the above Writ Petition'
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Eetween:
1. The TelanEana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited, having

its Corponrte Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063,
rep. by its'Chairman and Managing Director

2. The Chief General Manager (HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint.G)mpound, Hyderabad - 500063.

3- The Supe:rintending -Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Cybercity,
TSSPDCL Ranga Reddy district, Nanalnagar 'X' Roads, Rethibowli,
Hyderabac - 500028, Telangana State.

4. The Sup<:rintending Engineer (Operation). Operation Circle, Medchal,
TSSPDCL Medchal-Malkajgiri district, Telangana State.

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1. Gandhasiri Harish, S/o. Lingamurlhy, aged 26 years, R/o H.No. C-139,
Kothawade , Maripeda Bangla, Meripeda, Mahabubabad District - 506315,
(Erstwhile /y'arangal District), Telangana State, Candidate I.D-No.71 '107977,
H.T. No. 1:i1340, BGB, Marks - 29, Rank - 383

...RESPONDENT/PETITlONER

2. The State of Telaftgana, General Administratr'on Department (GAD),
Secretariat Hyderabad, rep. by its Chief Secretary

Eletween:

1- Amboth Ra,ri, S/o Padthya, aged 21 years, Rl/o H.No_ 7-33lA, Amboth Thanda
(V). IVlanchirl Mandal, Ranga Reddy District, Telangana State, PIN - 501508
Candidate I D. No. 71124730, H.T. No. 126952, ST, Marks -2.7, Rank - 499

lA NO: 2 OF 2020

...RESPONDE NT/RESPONDENT

Petition unler Seclion 151 CPC pr.aying that in the circumstances stated in

Ihe affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

vacate the interim orders granted in W.P- No. 15888 of 2020, dated 171912O2O.

Counsel for the F'etitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Flespondent Nos- 1 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the F:espondent No.S: GP FOR SERVICES-I|I

WRIT PETIT.ION NO: 16s98 OF 2020

Writ Petitior is closed as infructuous as per Court Order dated 28.06.2023



9

2

3

Nenavath Shivaram, S/o. Pathya, aged 21 years' R/o H.M- 2-24, Salapur (V)'
Kadthal Mandal, Ranga Reddy District, Telang-ana State, PIN - 509321
candidate l.D. No. 71161842,H-.T. No. 147253, ST, Marks - 28, Rank - 496

Vonkolla Gopal, S/o Balaiah, aged 27 years, R1o H.No. 6-50, Kotta-pally (V)'
Donna Mandal, Vikarabad District, Telangana State, PIN- 509339 Candidate
l.D. No. 71156644, HI. No. 134000, BC-D, Marks - 3O' Rank - 3O2

Writ Petition is closed as lnfructuous as per Court Order dated 28.06-2023

Pullam Chendrareddy, S/o Narsimha Reddy, age-d 37-years, .R:/o H.No' 1-

87t2. Venkat Reddy- Pally Village, Gandweed lrlanda!' MqlaQup g.gar
District, Telang€na Siate, PiN 509337. Candidate l.D. No. 71106377 ' H.T- No.
13S340. BC-D. Marks - 28, Rank - 350 

...PET|TIONERS

4

AND

1

2

3

The Telangana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited, havrng
iis Corporaie Office at H.No.6-1'-50, Mint Compound' Hyderabad - 500063'
rep. byits Chairman and Managing Director

The Chief General Manager (HRD), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H'No' 6-
1-5O, Mint Compound, Hyderabad 500063

The Suoerintendino Enqineer (Ooeration), Operation Circle, Cybercity, TS
SPDCL,'Ranga Re6dy dlstrict, Nahalnagar X Roads, Rethibowli, Hyderabad -

500028, Telangana State

4. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Medchal, TS
SPDCL,- Medchal-Malkajgiri district, Telangana State-

5. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Vikarabad. TS
SPDCL, Vikarabad district, Telangana State

6. The Superintending Engineer (Operation)' Operation Circle' Mahabubnagar,
TS SPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana 

...RES'ONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in tt|e

nature of writ of mandamus, declaring the action of the Respondents in

implementing the Presidential order retrospectively to the Notified Junior Line Men

Posts in the Notification No. 1 0f 2019, dated 28-0$2019 and the action of the 3rd

Respondent in not permitting the Petitioners to the Pole climbing Test Schedule<l

on 31-08-2o2o, 3148-2020, 26-'08-2020 and 28-08.2o20 respectively in spite of

submitting all the study certificates pertaining to 1st to 'l Oth class as arbitrary,

illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the constitution of lndia and also

contrary to the Presidential Order issued vide G.O. Ms. No' 124, GAD' dated

3G08-2018 and consequently read down the NotiFicat-ton No. -l of 2019, dated

28-09-2019 and direct the Respondents to pefmit the Petitioners to the Pole
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Climbing Test, lased their Merit and Social Status' either under the 3rd

Respondent or ihe Petitioners No.1 and 2 under the 4th Respondent, the

Petitioner No.3 under the sth Respondenl and the Petitioner No.4 under the 6th

Respondent, without reference to the Presidential order, or alternatively by

verifying their Strrdy certifieates frorn 1st to 1oth class and accordingly appoint

the Pelitioners ar; Junior Line Men based on their success in the Pole climbing

Test to be held, raith all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 202(

Petition. uncer Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed,in support of the petition, the.High court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents to permit the Petitioners to the Pole climbing Test, based. their

Merit and Social status, either under the 3rd Respondent or the Petilioners No.1

and 2 under the 4th Respondeflt, the Petitioner No 3 under the sth Respondent

and the Petitionr-'r No.4 under the 6th Respondent, without reference to the

Presidential orde r, or altematively by verifying their study certificates from to 1 Oth

class and accorcingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men based on their

success in the Pole climbing Test to be held, pending disposal of the above writ

petition.

lA NO: 2 OF 2020

Petition un'ler Section 151 CPC praying that in the circurnstances stated in

the a{fidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pteased to

vacate the interim orders granted in W.P. No. '16598 of 2020, daled 25-9-2O2O -

Counsel for the F'etitioners: SRI CI{ANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the tiespondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETIT|ON NO: 166A2OF 2O2O

Between:
1. A. Venkate;h, S/o. Chennaiah, aged 35 years, Occupation: Artisan Grade -ll,

Rl/o H.No. '-80/38, Kadthal, Ranga Reddy (Shamshabad) District, Telangana
State, PlN. 509358. Candidate i.D. No.71i291OO, H.T. No. 14426, SC, Total
Marks 26 + 20 = to 46, Revised Rank - 44
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AND
1

3

B.Sathvaiah.S/oPochaiah'aged39years'Occupation:ArtisanGrade.ll,
HrJrj i,r6 

'ii:ao. 
xi,,i.iJrsu Viidse ahd ivtandar, Rarisa_ Reddv (shamshabad)

District. relanoana state, pirii':E6sliiz.' c;noib'ie -1'o No' '7i 129604' H'r
G.-Dbsz, St, rotai tvtd*s 24 + n = 44, Revised Rank - 50

K Raiva Naik. S/o Hari Singh, aged 33 years, Occupation: Artisan Grade -ll'

iir;'?ft;."'i'.z-ri, 
'e-riy"tl;iiyi --rnanoal- Jasaboindally, Urkonda ttl,l9'l'

i,rl"r*rrnooi Oisirict. ieAi6ina Stite'Candidate i.O.- tto. 71127042, H.I.
i',ffi'ss])6. si.'lotri tul"*.: 25 + 15 = 4o, Revised Rank - 67

...PETITIONERS

The Telanoana state southem Power Distribution company Limited, having

rii''c"r",]l-XrLj'oft? ,t n.rub- o-t-so, tt'tint compound, Hvderabad -500063'

rep. by'its Chairman and Managing Director

The Chief General Manager (HRD), TS SPDCL, Corporate Of{ice at H'No' 6-

1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad -500063-

The Superintending Engineer (OpeBtion), Operalion Circle' Mahabubnagar'

TS SPCiCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana State'

The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle' Cybercity' TS

iifbct'n'jib:j neiov oistrrci Nifiatnasai x Hoads, Rethibowli, Hvderabad -

50o028, Telangana State.

The Suoerintendinq Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle' Nagar Kurnool'

TS SPCiCL, Nagar l(umool district' Telangana State'

...RESPONDENTS

2

3

4

5

Petition under Article 226 ol the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith' the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ of mandamus, deilaring the action of the Respondents in

implementingthePresidentialfuerretrospectivelytotheNotifledJuniorLineMen
posts in the Notification No. 1 0f 2019, dated 28-09-2019 and the action of the 3rd

RespondentinnotpermittingthePetitionerstothePoleClimbingTestScheduled

on21-o8-2o2o,inspiteofsubmittingalltheStudyCertificatespertainingtolstto
10th Class as arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14' 16 and 21 of the

ConstitutionoflndiaandalsocontrarytothePresident.alorderissuedvideG.O.
MS. No. 124, GAD' dated 30-08-2018 and consequently read down the Notificati,on

No. 1 of 2019, dated 28-09-2019 and direct the Respondents to permit the

Petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test based their Merit and Social Status' either

under the 3rd Respondent or the 1st and 2nd Petitioners under the 4th

Respondentandthe3rdPetitionerunderthesthRespondent.withoutreferenceto

the Presidential Order, or alternatively by verifying their Study Certificates from 1st
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to 1oth class and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men based on

their success in the Pole climbing Test to be held, with all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition un<ler Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed irr support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents to permit the Petitioners to the Pole climbing Test based their

Merit and Social Status, either under the 3rd Respondent or the 1st and 2nd

Petitioners under the 4th Respondent and the 3rd Petitioner under the sth

Respondent, without reference to the Presidenlial order, or altematively by

verifying their Sturty Certificates from 1"tlo 1Orh Class and accordingly appoint the

Petitioners aS Junior Line Men based on their success in the Pole Climbing Test to

be held, pending tlisposal of the above writ petition

lA NO: 2 OF 2O2O

Between:

1. The Telangana State Southern Power Distribution Company Limited, having
its Corpodte Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound' Hyderabad -500063'
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director

2. The Chief General Manager (HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint Cornpound, Hyderabad -500063.

3. The Superirrtending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Mahabubnagar'
TSSPDCL, lvtahabubnagar District, Telangana State.

The Super ntending Engkreer (Operation|_ Operalgn
TSSPDCL, Ranga Reddy district, Nanalnagar X
Hyderabad . 5O0O28, Telangana State.

Circle, Cybercity,
Roads, Rethibowli,

5. The Superirrtending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Nagar Kumool,
TSSPDCL, l.lagar Kumool district, Telangana Slale.

...PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

4

AND

1 A. Venkatesh, S/o. Chennaiah, aged 35 years, Occupation: Artisan Grade-ll,
R/o H.No. 1 -80/38, Kadthal, Ranga Reddy (Shamshabad) District' Telangana
State, PIN - 509358. Candidate t.b. No. Zi fZStoo, H.T. No. 14426, SC, Total
Marks 26 +:10 = to 46. Revised Rank - 44

B. Sattryaia 1, S/o Pochaiah. aged 39 years, Occupation: Artisan Grade-ll,
Ryo. H.No. 14-86, Kondurgu Village and Mandal, Ranga Eeqdy
(Shamshab:rd) District, Telangana State, PIN - 509207. Candidate l.D. No
i1129604, tl.T.No.120977, sC, Total Marks 24 + 20 = 44, Revised Rank - 50

2
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n

Petition under Section 151 cPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to

vacate the interim orders granted in w.P.No.16682 of 2O2O, daaed 28-O9-2O2O.

Counsel for the Petitioners: SRI o. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIoR CoUNSEL FoR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UOAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION No.16775 0F 2020

K Raiva Naik. S/o Hari Sinqh, aged 33 years, Occupation: A(isan Grade -ll'
iii"'"ii."r.r"s-ia, -aitvitoiia' 

T"handa, 
- 

Jasaboinpbllv, Urkonda rt4'19'-!'
r.rr"ri[rr.6"r'oistrict.'Tela:nqana statd Can?idate'l.D. No. 71127042, H'T'
N"lrsszzo. ST. Totai Marks-- 25 + 15 = 40, Revised Rank - 67

...RESPONOENTS/PETITIONERS

Between:

Sikindar Daravath, S/o Takoor, aged
176/8, Danthalapally (V and Mandal),
5O6324 Candidate l.D. No. 71154989
= 47. Rank - 69

40 vears. Occ: Artisan Grade ll, Rl/o H.No. 4-
Mahabu6abad District, Telangana State, PIN -
H.T. No. 143692, ST, Total Marks - 27 + 20 is

AND

1 The, Telanoana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited', having
ii"'-c";;;;t offiii arH.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hvderabad - 500063,
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director.

The Chief General Man4er (HRD), TS SPDCL, Corporate Otfice at H'No' 6-
1-50, Mint Compound. Hyderabad - 500063.

The Superintending Engineer . (Operation)'
SPDCL; Nalgonda District, Telangana State.

The Superintending Ergineer (Operation)'
SPDCL.- Suryapet district, Telangana State.

...PETITIONER

Operation Circle, Nalgonda, TS

Operation Circle, StrryaPet, TS

...RESPONDENTS

2

3

4

Petition under Anide 226 of the constitution of India praying lhat in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court may be

pleasedtoissueanyappropriatewrit'orderordireclionparticularlyoneinthe

nature of writ of mandamus, declaring the action of the Respondents in

implementing the Presidential order retrospectively to the Notified Junior Line Men

Posts in the Notification M. 1 0f 2019, dated 28-09-201 I and the action of the 3rd

Respondent in nol permitting the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test Scheduled
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on 08-09-2020, pursuant to the Call Letter dated 3O-O7 -2O2O, in spite of submitting

all the Study Cerlificates pertainang to 1st to 10th Class as arbitrary, illegal and

violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the Constitution of lndia and also contrary to

the Presidential ()rder issued vide G.O. Ms. No. 124, GAD, dated 3O-08-2O18 and

consequendy reed down the Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 28-09-2O'19 and

direct the Respordents to permit the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test based on

his Merit and Social Status, either under lhe 3rd Respondent or under the 4th

Respondent, witltout reference to the Presidential Order, or alternatively, by

verifying his Study Certificates from 1sl to 1oth Class and accordingly appoint the

Petitioner as Junior Line Man based on his success in the Pole Climbing Test to

be held, with all c,)nsequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition un,ler Section 1 51 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support ot the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents to permit the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test based on his

Merit and Social Status, either under lhe 3rd Respondent or under the 4lh

Respondent, witt out reference to the Presidential Order, or alternatively, by

verifying his Stud'l Certificates from l st to 1Oth Class and accordingly appoint the

Petitioner as Juni:r Line Man based on his success in the Pole Climbing Test to

be held, pending <lisposal of the above writ petition.

lA NO:2 OF 2O2O

Between:

1. The Telangana State Southern Power Distribution Company Limited, havin-g
its Corpora e Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 5ffn63,
rep- by its Chairman and Managing Director.

2. The Chief (ieneral Manager (HRD), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-
1-50, Mint C:ompound. Hyderabad - 500063.

3. The Superi-rtending Engineer (Operation), Opemtion Circle, Nalgonda, TS
SPDCL, Na gonda District, Telangana Stale.

4. The Superirtending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Suryapet, TS
sPDCL' suryapet district' Telangan"''tu-..."rrroNERS/RESpoNDENTS

AND



Sikindar Daravath, 9o Takoor, aged 40 years, Occ. Artisan Grade ll' RJo H N-o-.4-

iidiil, b;"1;jrpd[v fV ,"iilil#"ri' u]6aou6'aoao District' relansana siate' PIN -

sooiz+-Cr"aiodie tlci. tto. zirs+ga'ti, A.T-t\to.tag69z, ST' Total Mbrks - 27+20 is =

47, Rank - 69

...RESPONDENT/PETITIONER

PetitionunderSectionl5lCPCprayingthatinthecircumstancesstatedin

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to

vacatetheinterimordersgrantedinW.P.No.16TT5of2020'dated29.9-2o2o.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRt D. PRAKASH REDDY' SENIOR COUNSEL FOR

SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G' VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

t5

WRIT PETITION NO: 1 6781 0F 2020

Between:

AND

1. Vadde Sivakrishna, S/o Thirupathaiah, aged.27.. years' R/o H'No' 9-109'' ihil;"prinaltwav station"iVi' trrimmapir, Kothur Mandal' Ranga Reddv

orii'.i'di. 1"rr'iqini'st"t.,-ijrN- 1' srjs32s-ba,ididare l. D. No. 71 1 45553, H.T.

tto. t t2gta. BC-A, Total Marks - 34, Rank - 125

2. P. Mallesh, S/o. P. Kumar, aged 31 years,. Rl/o .H'No' 9-121' Thimmapur- irlii*1, -si'rtion tvl, Tiil.;p'i Kotfiur Mandal' Ranga Reddv -D-istrict'
i.i-r,#;";*s6i".'-Fir'r -6iiiii7s b"noidate l'D No 7tt413ss' H'r' No'

14438b. BC-A, Total Marks - 39, Rank- 75

3. Gaddam Sandeep, S/o Srisailam, aged 19. years R/o H'No' 9-2111'

Thinrmapur Ra itway staii;' w-),'fii1n1-ni"pur, .Ko(h ur Mandal, Ra nga _Reddy
oi.irili, l.rrnqana'state,-ijri.r-I'sijsia2s cqlo_idate l.D. No. 71145182, H.T.

r.lo.'ibiszt, B"C-A, Total Marks - 29, Rank- 307

4. K. Anianewlu, S/o Venkataiah, aged-26 ygag' .Ryo 
Ambedkar Colony' Kothur

Villaoe and Mandal, naiil riitdy District, Telangrana State' PIN - 509228'

U;Xidr?i.i;. rI;. ?iil{fi6i,'H.il r'ro- ica+aa, sd, rotar Marks - 31' Rank -

194

...PETITIONERS

1. The Telangana State Southem Power Distribulion Comoanv Limited' having

1s coroorate omce at H.r.rli. 
'o-r -so, trrtinl' compouna, 

'Hyd-erabad -500063,

rep. by'its Chairman and Managing Director

2. The Chief General Manager (HRD), TS qPDCL' Corporate Office at H No' 6-
- 1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063'

3. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle' Mahabubnagar'

TS SPtiCL. Mahabubnagar District, I elangana SIaIe'
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4. The Supe rintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Cybercity, TS
SPDCL, Fanga Reddy district, Nanalnagar X Roads, Rethibowli, Hyderabad -
500028, Telangana State.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition u rder Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated an the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased lo issu( a.ny appropriate writ, order or direction particularty one in the

nature o,f writ of mandamus, declaring the aciion of the Respondents in

implementing the Presidential Order retrospectively to the Notified Junior Line Men

Posts in the Notir'ication No. 1. of 2019. dated 28logl2o19 and the action of the 3rd

Respondent in n()t permitting the Petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test Scheduted

on 241 OB|2O2O, in spite of submitting all the Study Certificates pertaining to 1st to

10th Class as arbitrary. illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the

Constitution of lndia and also contrary 1o the Presidential Order issued vide G.O.

Ms. No. 124,GAD, dated 30/081201.8 and consequently read down the Notification

No. 1 of 2019, dated 28logl2119 and direct the Respondents to permit the

Petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test based their Merit and Social Status, either

under the 3rd Respondent or under the 4th Respondent, without reference to the

Presidential Order, or alternatively by verifying their Study Certificates from 1st to
'lOth Class and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men based on

their success in ttre Pole Climbing Test to be held, with all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition unrler Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit.filed i1 support of the petation, the Fligh Court may be pleased to dkect

the Respondents to permit the Petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test based their

Merit and Social Status. either under the 3rd Respondent or under the 4th

Respondent, witl- out reference to the Presidential Order, or altematively ,by

veiifying their Study Ce(ificates from 1 st to l Oth Class and accordingly appoint

the Petitioners as Junior Line Men based on their success in the Pole Climbing

Test to be held, p<:nding disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsei for the Petitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUi{SEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA
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Between:

Gooal Naik, S/o. Shuljan Naik, aged 36 years, -o_ccupation: Artisan Grade - ll, Fl/9

ilId;'ilii.'M;;"imidrra rnin'oalkanuquoanda Thanda Village, Koilkonda Mandal'

ivrri-r'uro,i"sli'bistri;i, Tetangana srlate, prrrr - 509371. candidate I.D. No.

iilis-101, li.t. No. 12o151, stltotat l\'larks - 27 + 16 = 43, Revised Rank - 53'

...PETITIONER

AND

'Il%l:J3li,Ts'P,:""'",Tt::'3i"#:tff '3:',J33,:3,'ffJJ,"1T1"jb3ffi.:
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director'

2.TheDirector(HumanResources),TSS.P.DCL.CorporateofficeatH.No.6-1.
50, Mint Comiound, Hyderabad - 500063'

3.TheSuperintendingEnginegr(Operation),OperationCircle,Mahabubnagar'
TS SPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana State'

4. The Suoerintendinq Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Narayanpet at

Mahabubnagar SE-Office, TSSPDCL, Telangana Stale'

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 16883 OF 2020

5. The State of Telangana, General Administration
Secretariat, Hyderabad. rep. by its Chief Secretary'

Department (GAD),

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleasedtoissueanyappropriatewr.t,orderordirectionparticularlyoneinthe

nature of writ of mandamus. declaring the action of the Respondents in not issuing

theAppointrnentordertothePetitionerbythe3rdRespondent,inspiteofpassing

thePoleClimbingTestheldonlgtost2o2o,undertheguiseofimplementingthe

Presidential order retrospectively to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts in the

Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 28togt2o1g, that too to a non existing district

(Narayanpet District) in the Presidentaal order, in spite of submitting all the study

Certificates pertaining to 1st to l0th Class as arbitrary' illegal and violative of

Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the Constitution of lndia and also contrary to the

presidentiat order issued vice G.O. tvls. No. 124, GAD, dated 30/08/2018 and

consequently read down the Notification No 1 of 2O19, dated 2BlOgl2O19 aod
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direct the Respo rdents to issue the Appointment Order to the Petitioner, based on

his Merit and Social Status, either under the 3rd Respondent or under the 4th

Respondent, wilhout reference to the Presidential Order, or alternatively by

verifying his StL dy Certificates from 1 st to -lOth Class, with all consequential

benefits.

Petition urder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to. direct

the Respondents to issue the Appointment Order to the Petitioner, based on his

Merit and Socia I Status, either under the 3rd Respondent or under the 4th

Respondent, witilout reference to the. Presidential Order, or alternatively by

verifying his Stu,Iy Certificates from 1't to l Oh Class, pending disposal of the

above wril petilion.

Counsel for the ltetitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI. CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the flespondent Nos.1 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. T'DAYA SRI

Counsel for the flespondent No.5: cP FOR SERVICES-|||

wRtT PETtTtor.r NO: 171120F 2020

Between:

1. P. Sudharshan, S/o Kasim, aged 29 years, R/o H.No. 5$3, S.C. Colony,
Maoherla '/illage, Gattu Mandal, Jogulamba Gadwal District (Erslvvhile
Mahabubnegar District), Telangana State, PIN - 509129 Candidate l.D. No.
71 151953,,{.T. No. 153612, SC, Marks-35, Rank-47

2. G. Mahesh, S/o Lakshmarrna, aged 23 years, R/o H.No. 5-89, colla,. Kyathus
Mllage, p.lampur Mandal. Jogulamba Gadwal District (Erstwhile
Mahabubnagar District), Telangana Slate, PIN - 509153 Candidale 1.D. No.
71107345,1{.T. No. 153327, BC-D, Marks - 39. Rank - 26

...PETITIONERS
AND

1 The Telang.ana State Southern Power Distribution Company Limited, having
its Corporaie Office at H-No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 5OCO63,
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director

lA NO: 1'OF Z)21)
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2. The Director (Human Resources). TS SPDCL, Corporate Office, TS SPDCL'
turporate Office at H.No. 6-1-5O. tv{int Compound, Hyderabad - 500063,

3. The Chief General Manager (HRD), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No' 6-
1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063.

4. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Jogulamba Gadwal Circle, TS
SPDCL, Jogulamba Gadwal Dstrict, Telangana State'

5. The Natbnal Council for Vocational Training (NCW)' Ministry of Skill
Development and Entrepreneurship, Govemment of lndia, New Delhi rep. by
its Direbtor General of Training / Member Secretary

6. K.Viftal, S/o Not Known, aged 39 years, C/o Umityala 33/11' KV Sub-Station'
K.T.Doddi Mandal, Jogul5mba Gadwal Dstrict, (Ershrhile Mahabubnagal
fjistrictl, Telangana Sta"te, PIN - 509129. Candidate l.D. No. 71123290' H.T
No. 144339, SC, Marks - 33, Rank - 55.

Respondent No.6 is impleaded as per Court Order dated 22.12'2O21 in
l.A-No.1 of 2021.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of lhe Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ of mandamus. declaring the action of the 3rd Respondent in not

permitting the Petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test scheduled on o2lo9l2o2o and

ol logtzo2o respectively for Junior Line lvlen Posts pursuant to the call Letters

dated 3olo7t2o20, on the ground that the Petitioners studied lTl in the state of

Andhra Pradesh and the action of the 1st and 2nd Respondents in not issuirg any

orders / instructions to the 3rd Respondent for conducting the Pole climbing Test

to the Petitioners for Junior Line Men Posts. pursuant to their representations

dated o3/09/2o20, as arbilrary, illegal and vblative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of lhe

constitution of lndia, violative of Sectron - 95 0f the Andhra Pradesh Re-

organisation Act 2014 and contrary lo the Education qualifications clause

mentioned in Paragraph - 3 of the Notification No. 1 /2019, dated 2810912019

issued by the 1st Respondent and consequently direct the Respondents No. I to 3

to permit the Petitioners to the Pole climbing Test, for Junior Line Men Posts on

par with the all other candidates, who were issued the lTl cedificates by the 4th

Respondent in Telangana State and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior

Line Men, based on their merit. social status and success in the Pole climbing

Test to be held. with all consequential benefits.
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lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition urder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the 3rd Respon(lent tb per'mit the Petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test scheduled

on 3OlO9l2O2O or lhereafter, based on their Merit, Social Status and lTl

Certrficates granted by the 4th Respondent, without reference to their Study of lTl

in Kurnool District State of Andhra Pradesh and accordingly, appoint them as

Junior Line Merr, pursuant to the Notification No. 112019, daled 2410912019,

pending disposa of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioners: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUM(ARA

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SRI c. VENKATESHVARLU,
S.C. FOR CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

Counsel for the Respondent No.6: -

WRIT PETITTON NO: 17324 AF 2O2o

Between:

E.Anjaiah, S/o.S;rttaiah, Age: 31 years, Caste-B.O, Rl/o 1-19, Rl/o,Chintha Gooda,
Mandal: Farookh Nagar, Dist: Ranga Reddy

AND 
...PETIT|ONER

1. The State of Telangana, Rep by its Chief Secretary, General Administration
Deparlmert (GAD) Secretariat, Hyderabad

2- The Telan,lana State Southem Dislribution Conpany Limited. Rep, by its
Chairman irnd Managing Director. Having its corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50,
Mint Comp rund, Hyderabad-5o0063.

3- The Chief (leneral Manageri(HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, N/int Cr,mpound, Hyderdbad-500063.

4. The Superintending Engineer (operation), Operation Circle, Mahabub Nagar,
TSSPDCL, Mahabub Nagar District.

Circle. Rangareddy,

...RESPONDENTS

5. The Superintending Engineer (operation), Operation
TSSPDCL, Rangaredd), District
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lnd'ia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit faled therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the 1"t Respondent in issuing

the C.O.O.Ms.No.189, dated 0606/20O7, the she consequential Orders in

S.P.O.O.Ms.No.730, dated 2610912015 and S.P.O.O.Ms.No. M1, dated 26109/2019

and the Notifacation No. 03 of 2022 daled OglO5l2O22, for Direct Recruitrneflt to the

Post of Junior Line lr/en, without completing the Selection Process pursuant to the

Notification No.01 of 2019 dated 2AOgl2O19 and the action of the Respondents in

implementing the Presidential Order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts in the

Notification No- 03 of 2022 daaed OglOSl2O22, as arbitrary, illegal and violative of

Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the Constitution of lndia and Men Posts in the Notification

No. O3 of 2022 daled OglO5t2O22, as arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14.

16 and 21 of the Constitution of lndia and also contrary to the Presidential Order

issued vide G.O. Ms- No. 124, GAD, dated 3OlO8l2O18 and consequently set aside

the orders in C.O-O. Ms- No. 189, dated 0O|0612007, the consequential Orders in

S.P.O-O. Ms. No. 130, dated 2610912015 and S.P.O.O. Ms. No. Ml. dated

26l}gt2}1g and the Notification No. 3 of 2O22 daled OglOSl2O22, issued by the 1't

Respondent and direct lhe Respondents to permit the 1't petitioner to the Pole

climbing Test, and accordingly to consider the Petitioners cases for appointment

based on their Merit and Social Status, pursuant to the Notification No. O1 of 2019

dated 28to9t2o19, without reference to the Presidential order and accordingly

appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men, with all consequential benefits.

Prayer is amended as per Court Order dated 29.02.2024 vide l.A.No.l oI 2O23

in W.P.No.17324 ot 2O23.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumslances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petitioft, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents No- 2 to 5 to permit the petitioner to the pole Climbing Test

based on the Merit and social status, without reference to the Presidential order,

or Alternatively by verifying his study certificates from Ist to 7th class and
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accordingly appoint the petitioner as Junior Line man based on his Success in the

Pole Climbing Ter;t to be held, pending disposal-of the atrove wr't petition'

Counsel for the l'etitioner: SRI PRABHAKAR CHIKKUDU

counsel for the tlespondent No.1: GP FOR GENERAL ADMINISTRATION

Counsel for the tlespondent Nos.2 to.5: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR'
SEN]OR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO | 17377'OF 2020

Between:

V.Shyamsundar, S/o.Bala Raiu. Age: 31 years, Caste- B'C. Ri/o- H'No 2-97'
Laxmipw, ltrlandal and Dist: Narayan Pet

..,PETITIONER

AND

1- The State 0f Telangana, Rep. by its Chief Secretary, General Administration
Departmen : (GAD) Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Telanl;ana State Southem Distribution Company- -Lirnited.' 
Rep^b-y 

-itsChairman t;r. Managing Director. Having its corporate Office at H No 6-1-50'
Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063.

3. The Chief Oeneral Manager, (HRD) TSSPDCL, Corporate Offace at H:No. 6-'l-
50. N/int Compound, Hyderabad- 500063.

4. The Superintending Engineer, (operation) Operation Circle, MahabubNagar,
TSSPDCL lvlahabub Nagar District.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition unJer Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances st,lted in the affidavit ftled therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of Writ r>f Mandamus, declaring the action of the responde.nts in

implementing the presidential order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts in the

Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 28.9.2019 and the action of the 4th respondent in

not permitting th€ Petitioner to the pole climbing Test Scheduled on 261812020'

inspite of submitti 19 all study certificates including from '1st to 7th class at gam as

illegal, arbitrary, rnreasonable, unfair, discriminatory, unlawful. unconstitutional,

irrational, whimsical, perverse, mockery and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of

the Consti(ution oilndia and also contrary to lhe Presidential Order issued by the
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1st Respondent vide G.o.AIs No- 124, GAD dated 301812018, and G.O.Ms No-

132, GAD, O1lOgl2O18 and Consequently read down the Notification No. 1 of

201 9, dtd.28/912019 and dined the respondents 2 to 4 to permit the petitioner to

the Pole Climbing Test based on his merit and social Status, without reference to

the Presidential Order. or alternatively by verifying his study Certificates from 1st

to 7th Class and accordingly appoint the, petitioner as Junior Line Man based on

his Success in the pole ClimbingTest to be held, with all Consequential benefils.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents No. 2to 4 to permit the petitioner to the pole Climbing T€st based

on the Merit and Social Status, without reference to the Presidential Order, or

Alternatively by verifying his study certificates from 1sl to 7th class and

accordingly appoant the petitioner as junior Line man based on his Success in the

Pole Climbing Test to be held, pending disposal of the above writ petition.

lA NO: 2 OF 2O2O

Between:

1 . The Telangana State Southern Distribution Company- Limited,. Rep^by 
-itsChairman & Managing Director, Having its corporate Office at H-No.6-1-50,

Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063-

2. The Chief General Manager (HRD) TSSPDCL, Corporate Oflice at H.No. 6-1-
5O, Mintcompound, Hyderabad - 500063.

3. The Superintending Engineer, (Operation) Operation Circte, Mahabubnagar,
ISSPrcL Mahabubnagar District.

...PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1- V.shyamsundar, S/o-Bala Raiu, Age: 31 years, Caste: 8C, Rl/o- H-No-2-97'
Laxmipur. Mandal and Dist: Narayanpet

...RESPONDENT/PETTTIONER

2. The State of Telangana. Rep. by its chief secretary. General Administration
Department (GAD) Secretariat, Hyderabad.

....RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT



Petition ur der Section 1 51 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

vacate the interinl orders granted in w.P. No.17377 of 2O2O dated 05-10-2020.

Counsel for the l)etitioner: SRI PRABHAKAR CHIKKUDU

Counsel for the llespondent No.l: GP FOR SERVICES-!||

Counsel for the llespondent Nos.2 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR GOUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 17409 OF 2020

Between:

Md- Jamal, S/o. tlade Sabu, aged 41 years, Arlisan Grade ll Rl/o H.No. 16-8-410,
Phool Bagh, New Malakpet,' ffiO-eraOaa -SoooZa. Tetangana Staie. Candidate l.D.
No. 71111185, H T. No. 109374, BC - E, Marks - 29 + 20 = 49, Revised District /
Circle Rank - 30

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Telan(tana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited, having
its Corporate Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063,
rep. by its Ohairman and Managing Director

2. The Directc,r, (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No.6-1-
50, Mint Ccmpound, Hyderabad -500063.

3. The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Operation Circle, Nalgonda, TS
SPDCL, Nalgonda District, Telangana State-

4. The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Operation Circle, Bhongir, TS
SPDCL, Yadadri-Bhongir District (ErsMhile Nalgonda Dlst), Te.langana State.

..,RESPONDENTS

Petition unler Adticle 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances st;rted in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ c f mandamus, declaring lhe action of the Respondents in

implementing the Presidential Order retrospectively, to the Notified Junior Llne

Men. Posts in the Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 28logl2o19 and the action of

the 3rd Respond';nt in not permitting the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test

Scheduled on O3lt)Ql2OZO, pursuani to the Caii Leiter dated 3ololl2O2O, issued by

the 3rd Respond€nt, in spite of submitting all the Study Certificates pertaining to



25

1s to 'toth Class as arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 o{ the

Constitution of lndia and also contrary to the Presidential Order issued vide G.O.

Ms. No- 124, GAO, dated 30/08/2018 and consequently read down the Notification

No. 1 of 2019, dated 28t}bt2119 and direct the 3rd Respondent or 4th Respondent

to permit the Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test, based on his Merit and Socaal

status, without reference to the Presidential order, or alternatively by verifying his

Study certificates from 1st to 1oth class and accordingly appoint the Pelitioner as

Junior Line Man based on his success in the Pole climbing Test to be held, with

all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances staled in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct

the 3rd Respondent or 4th Respondent to permit the Petitioner to the Pole

climbing Test. based on his Merit and social Status, without reference to the

Presrdential order, or altematively by verifying his study certificates from 1st to

lOth class and accordingly appoint the Petitioner as Junior Line Man based on his

success in the Pote climbing Test to be held, pending disposal of the above writ

petation.

lA NO: 2 OF 2O2O

Between:

1 The Telanoana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited, having
its Corporite Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound' Hyderabad - 500063'
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director

The Director, (Human Resources), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H-No' 6-1-
5O, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063.

The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Operation Circle, Nalgonda,
TSSPDCL, Nalgonda District, Telangana State.

4, The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Operation Qrcle,- Bhongir,
TSSPDiL, Yadadri:Bhongir Distribt (Erstwhile Nalgonda Dist). Telangana
state. 

.,.'ET,r..NERS/RES'.NDENTS

2

3

AND
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Md. Jamal, S/o. Bade Sabu, aged 41 years, Artasan Grade-ll Rl/o H.No. 16-8-410,
Phool Bagh, New Malakpet, Hyderabad -5OOO24. Telangana State, Candidate l.D.
No. 71 111185, ll.T. No. 10S374, BC - E, Ivlarks - 29 + 20 = 49, Revised District /
Circle Rank - 30

...RESPONDENT/PETITIONER

Petition u rder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filerl in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

vacate the interirn orders granted in W-P. No. 174O9 of 2020, dated 06-10-2020.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 17428 OF 2o2o

Between:

...PETITIONER
AND

Srinivas, S/o Giriri Venkataiah, aged 30 years, Rl/o H-No_ 1-22, Chandapur Village,
Makthal Mandal, Narayanpet District (Erstwhile Mahabubnagar District), Telangaha
State, PIN - 509208 Candidate t.D. No. 71114997, H.T. No. l26590, BC-B, Marks -
41, Original Rank - 18, Revised Mahabubnagar District / Circle Rank - 62

1 . The Telangana State Soulhern Power Distribution Company Ltd. And 4
Others, h:rving its Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound,
Hyderabad - 500063, rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director.

2. The Direckrr (Human Resotnces), TSSPDCL, Corporate OfIice at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063.

3. The Superintending Enllineer (Operation), Narayanpet Operation Circle, at
O/o the S. I., Mahabubnagar SE Office, TSSPDCL, Mahabubnagar District,
Telangana State.

4. The Supgrintending Engineer (Operation), Mahabubnagar Operation Circle,
TSSPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana State.

5. The State of Telangana, General Administration Department (GAD),
Secretariat, Hyderabad, rep. by its Chief Secretary.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition un Jer Arlicle 226 of the Constilution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stirted in the affidavit filed therewith. the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or directiolr pa(icularly one in the

nature of writ of rrandamus, declaring the action of the Respondents No 1 to 4, in
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implementing the Presidential order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posls. to a

non-existing District / Circle (Narayanapet District / Narayanapet Circle) in the

Presidential order, in the Notification No. 1 0f 201 9, dated 28109/20 1 9, their

further action in treating the petitioners claim only against 5% quota, instead of 95

percentage quota and the action of the 3rd or 4th Respondents in not issuing the

Call Letter to the petitioner for Pole Climbing Test, while issuing the Call Letters to

the less meritorious Candidates, as arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14, '16

and 21 of the constitution of lndia and also contrary to the Presidential order

issued vide G.O. Ms. No. 124, GAD, dated 30/08/2018 by the 5th RespoMent and

the Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 2810912019 and consequently read down the

Notification No. 1 of 2019 dated 2810912O19 and direct the Respondents No- 1 to 4

to conduct the Pole climbing Test and consider candidature of the Petitioner,

without reference to the Presidential Order, either under the 3rd or 4th

Respondents, or alternatively, against 95% Local Candidates Quota. by verifying

his study certaficates from 'l st to 7th class and accordingly appoint the Petitioner

as Junior Line Man, against 95 percentage Local Candidates Quota, based on his

Meril. Social status and his success in the Pole climbing Test to be held, while

seeking preferences from all the Candidates against 5 percentage Open Ouola' as

declared by the Hon'ble High Court in the Case reported in 2OO3 (6) ALT 439 (DB)

Para - 9. with all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents No. 1 to 4 to conduct the Pole Climtring Test and consider

candidature of the Petitioner, without reference to the Presidenlial order, either

under lhe 3rd or 4th Respondents, or alternatively, against 95% Local Candidates

Quota, by verifying his Study Certificates from 1st to 7th Class and accordingly

appoint the Petitioner as Junior Line Man, against 95% Local candidates Quota.

based on his Merit, Social status and his success in the Pole climbing Test to be

held, pending disposal of the above writ petition-

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA
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Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4: SRt G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRl

Counsel for th-. Respondent No.5: GP FOR SERVICES-II|

WRIT PETITIoN NO: 17478 OF 2o2o

Between:

Barre Rajashek,rr, So.Muttaiah, Age.28Years, Caste.SC, R/o. H.No.2-86, Panthangi
Village, Mdl: Ch,rutuppal. District: Yadadri (Ehongiri)

...PETITtONER

AND

1, The Sta .e of Telangana, General Administration Department (GAD)
Secreiarizrt, Hyderabad, rep. by its Chief Secretary

2. The Tela rgana State Southern Distribution Company Limited, Having its
corporate Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063, rep by
its Chairman & Managing Director.

3. The Chief General Manager, (HRD) TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063.

4. The Supt:rintending Engineer. (operation) Operation Circle, Nalgonda,
TSSPDCL Nalgonda District.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances s.ated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of Writ of Mandamus, declaring the action of the respondents in

implementing the presidential order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts in the

Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 2Agl2O19 and the action of the 4th respondent in

not permitting tho Petitioner to the pole climbing Test Scheduled on 4l9l2O2O,

inspile of submitting all study cerlificates including from 'l't to 7h class at gam as

illegal, arbitrary, unreasonable, unfair. unlawful, unconstitutional, irrational,

whimsicaf, perverse, mockery and violative of Articles 14, 1 6 and 21 of the

Constitution of lnc ia and aiso contrary to the Presidential Order issued by the 10

Respondent vide tl.O.Ms No. 124, GAD, dated 301812018, and G.O.Ms No. 132,

GAD, 01/09/2018 and Consequently read down the Notification No. 1 of 2019,

dld.28l9l2019 and direct the respondents 2 to 4 to permit the petitioner to the Pole

Climbing Test ba-.,ed on his merit and social Status, without reference to lhe
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presidential order, or alternatively by verifying his study certaficates from 1st to

7th Class and accordingly appoint the petitioner as Junior Line Man based on his

success in the pole climbing Test to be held, with all consequential benefits.

IANO:1OF 2020

PetitionunderSectionl5lCPCprayingthatinthecircumstancesstatedin

theaffidavitfiledinsupportofthepetition,theHighCourtmaybepleasedtodirect

theRespondentsNo.2to4topermitthepetitionertolhepoleClimbingTest
basedontheMeritandSocialstatus,withoutreferencetothePresidentialorder'

or Alternatively by verifying his study certificates from 1st to 7th cl€ss and

accordingly appoint the petitioner as Junior Line man based on his Success in the

Pole Climbing Test to be held' pending disposal of the above writ petition

IA NO: 20F 2020

Between:

1 . The Telangana State Southem Distribution Company Limi!e-d.: 
^ 

H^aving its' i"i*rit" 6ffice at H.No.6-t_SO, t,fint compound, Hyderabad-5o0063, rep. by

its Chairman & Managing Director.

2.TheChiefGeneralManager(HRD)TSSPDCL,CorporateOfficeatH'No6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063'

3. The Superintending Engineer, (operation) Operation Circle' Nalgonda'

TSSPDCL Nalgonda District.

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1 Barre Raiashekar, So.Muttaiah , Age: 28 Years' Castq: SC' Flio' H'No'2€6'
F;;iil G]i nii;6,' rrlot, Crtortrppal District: Yadadri (Bhonsiri )

...RESPONDENT/PETITIONER

The State ot Telangana, Rep. by its Chief Secretary, General Administration

Department (GAD) Secretariat, Hyderabad'

...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

2

Petition under Sectaon 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

rhe affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be p{eased to

vacate the interim orders granted in w-P- No' 17478 of 2O2O ' dated 06-10-2020'
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI PRABHAKAR CHIKKUDU

Counsel for ths Respondent No.1: cP FOR SERVICES-||I

Counsel for th':Respondent Nos.2 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 1:7520 OF 2O2O

Between:

P. Mahesh, S/o P-Ramulu. Age: 20 years, Caste:S.C, No.2-75, Fl/o.Challapur,
Mandal Doulthatrad, Dist: Rangareddy

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep by its Chief Secretary, General Administration
Departmerrt (GAD) Secretariat, Hyderabad

2. The Telar gana State Southern Distribution Company Limited, Rep by its
Chairman and Managing Director. Having its corporale Office at H.No. 6-i-SO,
Mint Comp ound, Hydirabad-5o0o63

3. The Chief ,3eneral Manager (HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad-500063

a. ]!q _S_uqgnotending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Mahabr.rb Nagar,
TSSPDCL, Mahabub Nagar District.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition un Jer Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

ckcumstances stirted in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased 10 issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of Writ of Mandamus, declaring the action of the respondents in
implementing the presidential order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts in the

Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 28t912O19 and the action of the 4th respondent in

not permitting the Petitioner to the pole climbing Test Scheduled on $lal2O2o,
inspite of submitting all study certificates including from 1st to Tthclass at gam as

illegal, arbitrary, unreasonable, unfair, unlavvful, unconstitutional, irrational.

whimsical, perverse, mockery and violative of Articles 14,16. and 21 of the

Constitution of lndil and also contrary to the Presidential Order issued by the 1st

Respondent vide G.o.tvls No. 124, GAD, dated 3ot8t2o18, and G.o.Ms No- 132.

GAD, 01/09/2018 ard Consequently read down the Notification No. 1 of 2019, dtd
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28lgt2o1g and direct the respondents 2 to 4 to permit the petitioner to the Pole

climbing Test based on his merit and social status, withoul reference to the

Presidential Order, or alternatively by verifying his study Certificates from 1st to

7th class and accordangly appoint the petitioner as Junior Line Man based on his

succes.s in the pole climbing Test lo be held, with all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition under sectaon 151 cPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents No. 2 to 4 to permit the petitioner to the pole climbing Test

based on the Merit and Social status. without reference lo the Presidential order,

or Alternatively by verifying his study certificates from 1st to 7th class and

accordingly appoint the petitioner as Junior Line man based on his success in the

PoleClimbingTesttobeheld,pendingdisposa|oftheabovewritpetition.

lA NO: 2 OF 2O2O

Between:

1. The Telangana State Southern Distribution Company Limited,. Rep. by^ its

Cniirman ind Managing Director, Having its Corporate Office at H'No' 6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad-500063

2.TheChiefGenera|Manager(HRD)'TSSPDCL,CorporateofficeatH.No.6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad-50oo63

3.TheSuperintendingEngineer(operation),operationCircle,MahabubNagar'
TSSPDCL, Mahabub Nagar District.

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1 P. Mahesh, S/o P.Ramulu, Age: 20 years,. Caste: S.C' Rl/o'2-75, Rl/o'

Challapur, Mandal Doulthabad, Dist: Rangareddy

...RESPONDENT/PETITIONER

ThestaleofTelangana,Rep.byitsChiefsecretary,GeneralAdministration
Department (GAD) Secretariat, Hyderabad

...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

2
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Petition under Section 1 5;l CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit frled in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
vacate the inl€rim orders granted in W.p. No. 17520 of 2O2O, dated 06-1O-2O20.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRt pRABHAKAR CHIKKUDU

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: Gp FOR SERVlCES-lll

Counsel for th,-' Respondent Nos.2 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO :176p4 0F 2020

Between:

Edigi _Srinivas Gcud, s;/o Edigi Ananthaiah Goud, Age: 22 years, Occ. Unemplovee
r./o H.No 1-36, Tekatkode vilage, Kodangai Mandal,' MahabuOniga; -Oi&.-id
(presently Vikare bad District).

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Telanl)ana state soulhern power Distribution co.Ltd. having its corporate
office at H N o. 6-t-50, Mint_Compound, Hyderabad-SO0 OOS, rEpresenleO Uy
its Chairmirn and Managing Director.

2. The Chief tleneral Manage(HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office, at H.No- 6-1_
50, Mint Cr,mpound, Hyderabad-sbo 063.

3. The Super intendent Engineer (Operations), TSSPDCL, Operation Circle,
Mahabubnzrgar, Mahabubnagar To*n and District.

4. I!9_S:rlpelrntendent Engineer, (Operations), Operations Circle-Vikarabad.
TSPDCL. T:langana State.

5. The State of Telangana, General Administration Department (GAD),
Secretariat, Hyderabad., represented by its Chief Sec retai.'

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Nricle 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances sta ted in the affidavit fited therewith, the High court may be
pleased to issue vyrit, order or Direction more particularly one in the nature of
wRlr oF MANDAI,{US declaring the action of the Respondents in implementing
the Presidential Or,Jer retrospectively to the notified Junior Linemen posts in the
Notification No.1 of 2019 Dated: 2glgt2o1g and the action of the 3rd Respondent
in not conducting pole crimbing test schedured to be herd on 21l8t2o2o inspite of
the fact that the p(ltitioner had succeeded in wrilten test and submitted all has



original documents and study certificates pe(aining to his 1st class to 1oth class

for verification in pursuance 1o the Call Letter Dated: 3Ol7l2O2O issued by the 3rd

Respondent, as illegal, arbitrary. uniust and in violation of Articles-14, 16 and 21 of

the Constitution of lndia and also contrary lo the Presidential Order issued vide

G.O.Ms.No. 124, GAD, Dated: 30/8/2018 and consequently read down the

Notification No.1 of 2019 Dated: 2Al9l2O19 and direct the Respondents to conduct

Pole Climbing Test to the pelitioner with HT No. 152027 and lD No. 71124544 and

give appointment to him as Linemen based on his merit and social status in

pursuance of Notification No.1 of 2019 Dated: 2AB|2O19, either under the 3rd

Respondent or under lhe 4th Respondent with all consequential benefits.

1A NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition. the High Court may be pleased pending

disposal of the writ petition to conduct Pole climbing Test to the petitioner with HT

No. 152027 and lD No. 71124544 and give appointment to him as Linemen based

on his merit and social status either under the 3rd Respondent or under the 4th

Respondent with all consequential benefits, in pursuance of the Notification No.1

of 2019 Dated'. 281912019.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI K. VENKATESH GUPTA

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 4: SRI G- VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: GP FOR SERVICES'I|I

WR lT PETITION NO: 17790 OF 2O2O

Between:

Bhukya Venkanna,
R/o.Cheruvumundu
State.

S/o- Bheekya, Age: 28 years,
Thanda. lvlandal: AkkannaPet,

ST, Occu: Artisan-ll,
Siddipet, Telangana

Caste:
District

...PETITIONER

AND

1 The State of Telangana. General Administration Department (GAD)
Secrelariat, Hyderabad, rep- by its Chief Secretary.
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2. The Tel:ngana State Southem Distribution Company Limited, Having its
corporato Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063. rep by
its Chainnan and Managing Director.

3. The Ghief General Manager (HRD) TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, lvlint {lompound, Hyderabad- 500063.

4. The Sugrerintending Engineer, (Operation) Operation Circle, Saddipet,
TSSPDC -, Siddipet District.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition r nder Adicle 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances :itated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropr:iate a Writ, Order or Direction more parlicularly one in

the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the respondents in non-

issuing call letters in the local districts to the petitioners, which is 95 percent quota

instead of 5% quota for Pole Climbing Test in pursuance of the lmpugned

Notificalaon No.1 of 2019, dated. 281912019 as lllegal, Arbitrary, Discriminatory,

Un,ust. Unfair, lrrational, Unreasonable, Unlawful, Unconstatutional, Non-

Application of Mind, Colourful Exercise, Whimsical and against to the Article 14,

16. 19 and 21 of Constitution of lndia and also @ntrary to the Presidential Order

issued by the 1sl Respondent vide G.O.Ms.No.l24, GAD, Judgments of an Apex

Cou( and this Honourable Court and Consequently read down the Notification No.

1 ol 2O19, dld.2tllSl2o1g and direct the Respondents No. 2 to 4 to permit the

petitioner to the Fole Climbing Test based on his merit and Social Status, without

reference to the Pr€sidential Order, or altematively by verifying his Study

Certificates from low 7th Class and accordingly appoint the petitioners as Junior

Line Man based on his Success in the Pole Climbing Test to be held, with all

Consequential berrefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition und 3r Section 1 51 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents l,lo.2 to 4 to permit the petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test

based on the Merit and Social Status, without reference to the Presidential Order,

or alternatively by verifying his study cerlificates from 1st to 7th class and

accordingly appoint the petitioner as Junior Line man based on his Success of the

Pole Climbing Test to be held, till then stay of all further proceedrngs including
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issuing appointment orders in the notrficataon, pending disposal of the above writ

petition-

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2'l

Between:

1 . The Telangana State Southern Distribution Conlpg.ny. Limited'-Having its' 
Corporate bffice at H.No- 6-1-50. Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063' rep
by iis Chairman and Managing Director.

2. The Chief General Manager (HRD) TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H'No' G1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063.

3.TheSuperintendingEngineer.(operation)operationCircle,Siddipet.
TSSPDCL, SiddiPet District.

AND 
....PETIrIONERS/RESPONDENTS

1. Bhukva Venkanna, S/o. Bheekya, Age: 28 years, Caste: ST, Occu: A1ti9a1{!'
' ' ny".in.r*rrnrnO, Thanda. 

' Mandal: Akkannapet' District: Siddipet'
Telangana state 

...RESpoNDENT/pETtrtoNER

2. The State of Telangana. General Administration Department (GAD)

Secretariat, Hyderabad. rep. by its Chief Secretary'

...RESPONDENT/RESPONOENT

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petation, the High court may be pleased to

vacate the interim orders granted in w.P. No. 17790 ot 2O2O, daled 13l1ol2o2o-

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI PRABHAKAR CHIKKUOU

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: GP FOR SERVICES-|||

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.2 to 4: SRt G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 17817 OF 2O2O

Between:

1 B. Bala Kalyan Singh, S/o B- Nagrarjuna Singh.,. Age: 22 . Vegrs-. - p.c9:

u;e-;;ti;;,'-Crite," bc-e, R/o Balw-apuram Villase, Gadwal District'

Telangana, Rank: 20.

Naresh. K, S/o. Saibanna.K. Age. 33 years' Occ: .Unemployee' Occupation:
Artisan Grade-ll, Rl/o.Teelair Viilage. Narayanpet Village' I elangana' KanK'

10s.

2
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AND

3, Md. An eeruddin, Sio. .Hyder Hussain, Age: 38 years. Occ: Unemptoyee,
Caste: tlC-E, Rt/o.Avancha Village, Nagarkurnool Drstrict, Tetangana, Rink:
52_

4 Nilanne Aravind Babu, S/o. Manne Narayana, Age: 21 years, Occ:
Unempk)yee, Caslle: BC-D, Rt/o.Pagidi fVlarri Vi age, Narayanpet
District,l elangana, Rank. 2.

5. Suligiri f 'arameshwar, S/o. S. Narasimha, Age: 38 years, Occ: Unemployee,
Caste: SC, Rl/o.Laxmipally Village, Wanaparthy District, Tetangana. Ra;lk: 37.

6 !1dra!a Srikanth, S/o.8alaiah, Age:30 years, Occ: Unemployee, Caste: BC-A,
R/o Husrrabad Mllage, Siddipet District; felangana, Rank: 598.

...PETITIONERS

The . State of Telangana, lts.Rep.by the Chief Secretary,
Administralion Department (GAD), SeCre[ariat, Hyderabad,

General

The, Telangana State Southem Distribution Company Limited, lts. Rep
Qltajrmarl and Managing Director, Having its Corporate Office at H.No.'6
50. Mint C:ompound, Hyderabad- 500063.-

The Chief General Managqr (HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Offtce at H.No. 6-1-
50. Mint Compound, Hyderabad- 500063.

]!e^ :S!p9 i!lending Engineer (Operation ), Operation C ircle, MahabubNaga r,
TSSPDCL, Mahabub Nagar Oidtri'ct.

]Ig^Pyq,rltpnding_.Engineer (Operation), Operarion Circte. Siddiper,
ISSPDCL Siddipet DistriCt.

I!g_9u_p€rintending Engineer (Operation),
TSSPDCL, Nalgonda District.

Operation Circle, Nalgonda,

...RESPONDENTS

Petition ur der Afticle 226 of the Constitution of tndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to a writ order or Direction more particularly one in lhe nature of Writ of
Mandamus declaring the action of the respondenls in non-issuing call letters in the
local districts to the petitioners, which is gspercentage quota instead of
spercentage quo ia for Pole Climbing Test in pursuance of the lmpugned

Notification No-1 of 2019, dated.28:g.2019 and issued an impugned proceedings

by reiecting the l.rwful claim of the petitioners i.e., Lr.No.CGM(HRD)/GM(per)/

AS(Per&Ser)/PO- lJ38-A2l2O2O-4, Dtd.29.B.2OZO. Lr.No.CGM(HRD)/GM(per)/

AS(Per&Ser)/PO-A 138-A2I2O2O-5, Dtd.2g.B.2OZO. Lr.No.CGM(HRD)/GM(per)/

AS(Per&Ser)/PO-A 138-A2|2O2O-7, Dtd.2g.B.2O2O, Lr. No,CGM(HRD)/GM(per)/

AS(Per&Ser)/PO-At38-A2|2O2O-8. Dtd.29.8.2O2O, Lr.No.CGM(HRD)/GM(per)/
AS(Per&Ser)/PO-AI38-A2|2O2O-9, Dtd _29.8.2O2O, Lr. No.CGM(HRD)/GM(per)/
AS(per&Ser), Lr.No.CGM(HRD)/GM(per)/AS(per&Ser)/pO-At3a-Azt2O2O-3.

2 .by
-1-

3

4

5

6



Dtd.2g.8.2O2O as lllegal, A.rbitrary, Discriminatory, Unjust, Unfair, lrrational,

Unreasonable, Unlawful, Unconstitutional, Non-Application of Mind, Colorful

Exercise, Whimsical and against lo the Article 14, 16, 19 and 21 of Constitution of

lndia and also contrary to the Presidential order issued by the lst Respondent vide

G,O.Ms.No.124, GAD, dated. 30.8.201S and G,O.Ms. No.132, GAD, 01,09.2018

and against the catena judgments of an Apex Court and this Hon'ble Court and

consequen y read down the Notification No. 1 of 2019, dtd.28.9.2019 and direct

the Respondents No. 2 to 6 to permit the petitbners to the Pole climbing Test

based on their merit and Social Status, without reference to lhe Presidential Order,

or alternatively by verifying their study certificates from 1st to 7th class and

accordingly appoint the petitioners as Junior Line Man based on their Success in

the Pole Climbing Test to be held, with all Consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under section 151 cPC praying that in the circumslances stated in

the affadavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct

the Respondenls No.2 to 6 to permit the petitioners to the Pole climbing Test

based on the Merit and Social status, without reference to the Presidential order,

or alternatively by verifying their study certificates from 1st to 7th class and

accordingly appoint the petitioners as Junior Line man based on their Success of

lhe Pole Climbing Test to be held, till then stay of all further proceedings ancluding

issuing appointment orders, pending disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioners: SRt PRABHAKAR CHIKKUDU

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: GP FOR SERVICES-|||

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.2 to 6: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 18048 OF 2O2O

Between:

Kamafam Naveen, S/o- Seethaiah, Aged about 24 yea$, Occ' Nil, R/o Eswara
Madaram, Kuchimanchi Mandal, Khammam District 507 157.

...PETITIONER

AND
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,l

2

3

Southenr Power Distribution Company of Telangana Limited. 6-1-50,
Corpora.e Office, Mint Compound, Htdeiabad Represented by its Chairmen
and Mar aginE Drector

Superint:nding Engineer, Operation Circle. Suryapet. Telangana State
Southenr Power Disiribution Cbrnpany (TSSPDCL), Suryapet.

State . o' Telangana, Represented by its Princrpal Secretary, Energy
Departm ?nt, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

..RESPONDENTS

Petition r.rnder Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia prayiflg that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issu3 order or direction more particularly one in the nalure of Writ of
mandamus declaring the action of the 1st Respondent in issuing the C.O.O.Ms.No
189, dated 06-06-2007, the consequential Orders in C.O.O.Ms,No.611. dated 05-
O2-2OO}, S.P.O O.Ms.No.730, dated 26-09-2015 and S.p.O.O.Ms.No.M1, dated
26-09-2019 anr' the Notification No.03 of 2A22 daled O\-O5-2O22, for Direct
Recruitment to the Post of Junior Line Men, without completing the selection
Process pursua rt to the Notification No.01 of 2019 dated 2g-og-2019 and the
aclion of the Respondents in implernenting the presidential order to the Notified
Junior Line Mer Posts in the Notification No.o3 of zo22 dated 09-o5-2022, as
arbilrary, illegal rrnd violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the constilution of lndia
and also contrary to the Presidential Order issued vide G.O.Ms.No.124. GAD,
dated 30-08-2018 and consequently set aside the orders in C.O.O.Ms.No.1g9,
dated 06{6-2007, the consequential Orders in C.O-O.Ms.No.611, dated 05-02_

2009, S.P.O.O.0r's.No.73O, dated 26-09-2015 and S.p.O.O.Ms.No,M1, dated 26_

09-2019 and the Notification No,o3 of 2o22 dated og-os-2o22, issued by the 1{
Respondent and direct the Respondents to permit the petitioner to the pole

climbing Test, and accordingly to consider the petitioner's case for appointment
based on their Morit and social status, pursuant to the Notification No.01 of 2019
dated 28-09-201(1. without reference to the presidential order and accor.dingly

appoint the Petiticner as Junior Line Men, rvith all consequential benefits.

Prayer is amend.d as per court order dated 14.02.2023 in l.A.No.o1 ol 2o2z
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lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the respondents No.1 and 2 to allow the petitioner for the pole climbing test in

pursuance to the notification No.01 ot 2019 daled 2810912019 on the file of 1st

respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRt M. VENKAT RAM REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.'l & 2: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SEN]OR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: GP FOR SERVICES-|I|

WRIT PETITION NO: 180s1 OF 2020

Between:

AND

1

2

3

1

2

3

4

B. Vijaya Kumar, S/o Pitchaiah, aged 39 years, Rl/o Thatikal Villag-e, Nakrekal
Mandai, Suryapet District Erstwhile Nalgonda District, Telangaia Slale, PIN--
508211 Canilidate l.D. No.71103663, H.T. No. 105620, SC, Total Marks-35,
Revised Rank in Nalgonda Distd.ct - 242

Perumandla Ramchander, S/o. Krishnaiah, aged 36 years, R:/o H-No. 1/2,
Rajeev Gruhakalpa, Near B.C. Hostel, Rallqguda, Shamshabad' Ranga
Reildy District, Tdlangana State, PIN -501218 Candidate l-D- No. 71139129'
H.T. No. 114428,5C, Total Marks-31, Revised Rank in Mahabubnagar
District-1 79

B. Ramdas, S/o Manya, aged 34 years, Artisan Grade - ll, R/o H-No.2-76.
Devunibarda Thanda; Ranga Reddy (Shamshabad) District, Telangana State'
PIN-5092'16 candidate l.D.-No. 71i53391, H.T. No. 130471, ST, Total Marks
- 26 + 20 = 46, Revised Mahabubnagar District Local Rank - 45

...PETITIONERS

The Telangana State Southem Power Dstribution Company Limited, havrng
its Corporale Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063'
rep- by its Chairman and Managing Director

The Director (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporale Office' TS SPDCL'
Corporate Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063

The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Nalgonda, TS
SPDCL, Nalgonda Dstrict, Telangan4 State.

The Superinterrcling Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Suryapet, TS
SPDCL, Suryapet District, Telangana State.
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5. The Sup,:rintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Mahabubnagar,
TSSPDCL, Mahabubnagar District. Telangana State.

6. The Supr:rintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Nagar Kurnool,
TS SPDCIL, Nagar Kumool District, Telangana State.

7. The Sup,:rintending Engineer (Operation), Ranga Reddy Operation _Circle,
Cyberciiy, TS SPDCL, Ranga Reddy District, Nanalnagar X Roads,
Rethibowli, Hyderabad - 500028, Telangana State.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Afticle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the

circumstances r;tated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issu,3 any appropriate wril, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ of mandamus, declaring the actien of the Respondents in

implernenting thr:'Presidential Order retrospectively to the Notified Junior Line Men

Posts ifl the Notlfication No. 1 of 2019, dated ZBlOgl2Ol9 and the action of the 3rd

and sth Respondents in not permatting the Pelitioners to the Pole Climbing Test

Scheduled on O3lO9l2O2O, 24lOAl2O2O and 2410812020 respectively, in spite of

submitting all ther Study Certificates pertaining to 1st to 7 Class as arbitrary, illegal

and violative of lrrticles 14, 16 and 21 of the COnstitution of lndia and also contrary

to the Presidential Order issued vide G.O. Ms. No. 124, GAD, dated 30/08/2018

and consequentlr/ read down the Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 281O912O19 and

direct the Respor)dents to permit the 1st Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test either

under the 3rd lespondent or under lhe 4th Respondent, the 2rd and 3rd

Petitioners to the Pole Climbing Test either under the sth Respondent or under the

6th and 7th Respondents respective.ly, based their Merit and Social Status, without

reference to th€ Presidential Order, or altemalively by verifying their Study

Certificates from. 1st to 7 Class and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior

Line Men based on their success in the Pole Clirnbing Test to be held, with all

consequential berrefits-

tA NO: 1 OF 2O2C

Petition unJer Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents to permit the 'tst Petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test either under

the 3rd Respondent or under the 4th Respondent, the 2"d and 3'd Petitioners to the

Pole Climbing Test either under the 5th Respondent or under the 6th and 7th
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Respondents respectively, based their Merit and social status, without reference

to the Presrdential order, or altematively by verifying their study certificales from

1st to 7th class and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men based

on their success in the Pole climbing Test to be held, with atl consequenlial

benefits.

lA NO: 2 OF 2o2O

Between:

1. The Telangana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited, havlng
iis borporite Office at H.No. 6-1-5o, Mint C,ompound, Hvderabad - 500m3'
rep, by its Chairman and Managing Director

2. The Director (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office, TS SPDCL'
Coiporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50,'Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063

3. The Superintending Engineer (Opera!on), Operation Circle, Nalgonda, TS
SPDCL, Nalgonda District, Telangan4 State.

4. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle. Suryapet' TS

SPDCL,'Suryapet District, Telangana State.

5. The Superintending Engineer (operation), operation circle. Mahabubnagar,
TSSPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana State.

6. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Nagar Kurnool'
TS SPDCL, Nagar l(umool District, Telangana State.

7- The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Ranga Reddy Operatron 
-Circle'Cvoercit'v. fS SiOCLl Ran<ja 

' Reddy Distriat, Nanalnagar X Roads'
ni:tnioowii, Hyderabad - 5OOO28' Telangana State.

...PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1 B. Viiava Kumar' S/o Pitchaiah, aged 39 years' Rl/o Thalikal Villag.e, Nakrekal
rrrrrndiilSrrvrp"t District Erstwhiiie Nalg'onda Distn-c!-Iel?lSajra State,.PlN -

SOAZ1i'Canaidate t.D. No.71103663, Ft.t. No. 105620. SC. Total t\larks-3s,
Revised Rank in Nalgonda District - 242

Perumandla Ramchander, S/o. Krishnaiah, aged 36 years' Rl/o H No- 1/2'

Rareer Gruhakaloa. Near B.C. Hostel, Rallaguda, Shamshabad, Ran-g-a

ri"ia, oisrlCi. i.iianqana State, PIN -501218 C-andidate lD' No' 71139129'
ri.r-. 

-'r.ro. 1i iqZ},,Si, Total Marks-31, Revised Rank in Mahabubnagar
District-179

B. Ramdas, S/o Manya, aged 34 years, Artisan 9'19t - ll, Fl/o H No 2-76'
D;;;ib;;"1r,anOi, nan6a Reddv (S hamshabad ) Dis,trict' Telangana 9tate'
Frrl-sosirG-irndida6 l.D."No. 71i53391, H T' No. 130471, sr. Total Marks
- 26 + 20 = 46. Revised Mahabubnagar District Local Rank - 45

...PETITIONERS

2

3



4)

Petition rnder Section 1 51 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit fift>d in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

vacate the interim orders granted in w.P. No. 18051 of 2o2o, dated 12-1o-2o2o.

Counsel for the Petitiioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel forthe Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UOAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 18104 OF 2020

Between:

(qd!r11yr. Paraslruram, S/o.Kadumur Kurmaiah, Aged 20 years, Occ.Unemployee
Fyo.H.N.1-104, C;olapatty, Makrhal Mandat, UaniOu-bnagZr, iVi-ra'ianipet - 5O5 r6a. '

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The^Telan3ana 9tate Southern power Distribution Company Limited, Having
its Corporirte Office at H.No.6-'l-50, Minr Compound, t-iydei.abad - 5OO OOSI
rep. by its 3hairman and Managing Director

2. The Chief General Manager (HRD), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No,6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500 063_

3. The 
-Slp.grintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Mahabubnagar,

TSSPDCL, Narayanpet District (Erstwhite Mahabubnagar District), Telanglna
State.

4. The State of Telangana, Generat Administration Department (GAD),
Secretariat Hyderabad, rep. by its Chief Secretary

...RESPONDENTS

Petition un Jer Nlicle 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stitted in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the
nature of writ c f mandamus, declaring the action of the respondents in

implementing the Presidential order to the Notified Junior Line Men posts in the
Notification No.1 c f 2019, dated z8-o9-zo1g and the action of the 3rd respondent
in not permitting tle petitioner to the pole climbing Test schedule on 24-og-2o2o,
in spite of submithrrg all the study certificates pertaining to 1st to 7th class at 2.oo
p.m., as arbatrary. llegal and viotative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the constitution
of lndia and also contrary to the presidential order issued by the 4th respondent
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vtde G.O.Ms.No.124, GAD, dated 3O-O8-2018 and consequently read down the

Notification No.1 of 2019, dated 28-09-2019 and direct the respondent Nos. 1 to 3

to permit the petitioner to Pole Climbing Test, without reference to the Presidential

order or alternatively by verifying his study certificates from 1st to 7th class and

accordingly appoint the Petitioner and Junior Line Man based on his success in

the Pole climbing Test to be held, with all consequenlial benefits in the interest of

justice.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct

the respondents No.1 to 3 to permit the petitioner to the Pole climbing Test,

without reference to the Presidential order, or alternatively by verifying his study

certificates from 1st to 7th class and accordingly appoint the petitioner as Junior

Line Man based on his success in the Pole climbing Test to he held, pending

disposal of the above writ petition pending disposal of this writ petition in the

interest of justice.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M. V. PRAVEEN KUMAR

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 3: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent No.4: GP FOR SERVICEs-lll

WRIT PETITION NO: 18201 OF 2O2O

Between:

3l:'\,*?y,:Sfr ,;:'3liJ[X".tF'"i'f3lor1TnT"3fl J:ffi 8ff .[J:#-?:l'l:3J#k
(Khammam) 5Ol 111

...PETtTIONER

AND

2

Southern Power Distribution Cornpany of Telangana Limited, 6-1-50'
C"ipoirte Office. Mint Compound, Hideiabad Represented by its Chairmen
and Managing Director.

Suoerintendino Enoineer, Operation Circle, Suryapet' Telangana State
Solthern Pow-er Dislrrbution C6mpany (TSSPDCL ), Suryapet'
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3. State 
_ 
o[ Telangana. Represented by its principal Secretary, Energy

Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad

...RESPONDENTS

Petition rnder Articre 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the afficavit filed therewith, the High court may be
pleas.ed lo issue order or direction more particularly one in the nature of writ of
Mandamus declaring the action of the 1'r Respondent in issuing the c.o.o.Ms.No.
189, dated 06-C6-2007, the consequential Orders in C.O.O.Ms.No.611, dated 0b_

O2-2OO9, S.P.O.O.Ms.No.73O, dared 26-09-2015 and S.p.O.O.Ms.No.Ml, dated
26-09-2019 an(r the Norification No.o3 of 2oz2 dated og-os-2o22, for Direct
Recruitment to the Post of Junior Line Men, without completing the selection
Process pursuant to the Notification No.01 of 20-19 dated 2g-09-2019 and the
action of the Resporadents in implementing the presidential order to the Notified
Junior Line Men Posts in the Notification No.03 0f 2022 dated 0g-05-2022, as
arbitrary, illegal irnd violative of Articles 14. 16 and 21 of the constitution of lndia
and also contrary to the Presidential Order issued vide G.O.Ms.No.124, GAD,
dated 30-08-201 3 and consequenfly set aside the orders in c.o.o.Ms.No.1 g9,

dated 06-06-200 z, the consequentiar orders in c.o.o.Ms.No.611, dated 05-02-
2009, S.P.O.O.Ms.No.Z30, dared 26_09_2015 and S.p.O.O.Ms.No.M1, dated 26-
09-2019 and the Notification No.03 of 2022 daled og-os-2o22, issued by the 1st

Respondent and direct the Respondents ro permit the petitioners to the pore

climbing Test, an'J accordingry ro consider the petitioners cases for appointment
based on their Me,rit and social status. pursuant. to the Notification No.01 of 2019
dated 28{9-2019, without reference to the presidentiar order and accordingry
appoint the Petitiorers as Junior Line Men, with a[ consequenriar benefits.

Prayer is arRended as per court order dated 14.02.2023 in l.A.No.O1 ot 2022.

lA NO: 1 OF 2o2o

Petition und rr section 151 cpc praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be preased to direct
the resoondents rro- 1 & 2 to aflow the petitioner for rhe pore crimbing test in
pursuance to the rotification No. 01 0l 201g dated 28-og-2019 0n the fire of 1st
respondent.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M. VENKAT RAM REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 & 2: SRI c. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: GP FOR SERVICES-|I!

WRIT PETITION NO: 18296 OF 2O2O

Between:

1. Ande Yakaiah, S/o Ramulu, aged 37 years, Artisan Grade - ll, Fi/o H.No. 8-27,
Kondakandla Village and Mandal, Jangaon Dis(rict (Erstwhile Warangal
District), Telangana State. PIN - 506222 Candidate l.D. No. 71133839, H.T.
No. 145615, SC, Marks - 28 + I = 36, Revised Rank in Medchal - Malkaigiri
District (5%) - 81

2. Modugu Kutumba Rao, S/o Pullaiah, aged 44 years, Artisan Grade -ll, R/o
H.No. 3-10O/2, Paladugu, Wyra, Khammam District, Telangana State, PIN -
507304, Candidate lD - 71't31100, H.T. No. 106107, SC, Marks - 26 + 2O =
46, Revised Hyderabad District (5%) Rank - 91

3. Venkanna Barpati, S/o Narsaiah, aged 37 years, Artisan Grade - ll, R/o H.No.
8-461G192, Gayathri Hills, Boduppal, Ranga Reddy District, Telangana State,
PIN - 500092. Candidate lD -71157672, H.T. No. 121552, SC, Marks - 24 +
20 = 44, Hyderabad District 5% quota revised rank - 137.

...PETITIONERS

AND

1. The Telangana State Southern Power Distribution Company Limited, having
its Corporate Office at H,No.6-1-5O, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063,
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director,

2. The Director (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Ofice at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063.

3. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Medchal - Malkajgiri Circle, TS
SPDCL, Medchal - Malkajgiri District, Telangana State.

4. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Hyderabad Circle, TS SPrcL,
Hyderabad District, Telangana State.

5. The Superintendent Engineer (Operation), Suryapet Circle, TS SPDCL,
Suryapet District, (Erstvvhile Naigonda District), Telangana State.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of lhe Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, lhe High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ of rnandamus, declaring the action of the Respondents, in

implementing the Presidential Order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts, in the
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Notification No. I of 2019, dated 28logl2l19, their further aclion in restrictinE the

Petitioners clairn against 5 percentage quota only in one DistricU Circle, instead of

considering the r c{aim.in all the Districts/ Circles of the 1st respondent Company

and the action of the Respondents No. 3 to 5 in not issuing the Call Letters to the

Petitioners for Pole Climbing Test, while issuing the Call Letters to the less

meritorious Candidates, as arbilrary, illegal.and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21

of the Constituliln of lndia and also conlrary to the Presidential Order issued vide

G.O. Ms. No. 124, GAD, dated 30/08/2018 and the Notification No. 1 of 2019,

dated 28l0gl2o1 I and consequently read down the Notification No- 1 of 2019

daled 28l0gl2019 and direct the Respondents to conduct the Pole Climbing Test

and accordingly consider candidature of the Petitioners, without reference to the

Presidential Order, either under the Respondents No.3 to 5, or alternatively,

against spercentage Open Ouota in all the Districts/ Circles of the lst respondent

Company, by verifying their Study Certificates from 1st to 7th Class and

accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men, against 5% Open Quota,

based on their Merit, Social Status and their success in the Pole Climbing Test to

be held, while s'reking preferences from all the Candidates against 5% Open.

Quola, as declar,ld by the Hon'ble High Court in the Case reported in 2003 (6)

ALT 439 (DB) Para - 9, with all consequential benefits.

Petition untler Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumslances stated in

the affidavit filed irr support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents to conduct the Pole Climbing Test to the petitioners and

accordingly consirler the candidature of the Petitioners, without reference to the

Presidential Order', either under the Respondents No.3 to 5, or alternatively,

against 5% Open Quota in all the Districts/ Circles of the 1 st respondent

Company, by ve|ifying their Study Certificates from 1st to 7th Class and

accordingly appoin t the Petitioners as Junior Line Men, against 5% Open Quota,

based on their Merit, Social Status and their success in the Pole Climbing Test to

be held, pending disposal of the above writ petition.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O
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lA NO: 1 OF 2021

Between:

AND

.1. The Telangana state southern Power Distrabution company Limited, having' iil-c;rp#te om"E Lt H.r.ro. o r so' l'rtini compound, Hyderabad - 500063'
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director.

2. The Director (Human Resources), TS f-DCL, Corporate Office at H'No' 6-1-

5O, Mint Comiound, Hyderabad - 500063

3.ThesuoerintendingEngineer(operation),Med-chgl-MalkajgiriCircle,TS
SPDCL, Medchal - Malkalgiri District. Telangana l'tate'

4. The Superintending Engineer -(Operation), 
Hyderabad Circle, TS SPDCL'

Hyderabad District, Telangana State.

5. The Superintendent Engineer (Operation), . S-ur.yapet Circle, TS SPDCL'- 
Suryapei Olstrict, (Erstwhiie Nalgonda District), Telangana State'

...PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

'1. Ande Yakaiah. S/o Ramulu, aged 37 years, Artisan Grade - ll, R/o H'No' 8-27''' 
konJarbnora Viltage anJ rrr"*orr, 'Jangaon 

_. 
District (Ershrvtrile warangal

ij[iri;ii, i;1"^'unr"-strt". piru - soolzt]andidate l'D"No' 71133839' H'T'
[o-. t-ilsot s, St. trrtarts - 26*6=36, Revised Rank in Medchal - Malkajgiri
District (5%) - 81

2. Modugu Kutumba Rao, S/o Pullaiah. aged 44.v99o+ +'ti99!-G17-d.9-ll;,y,o- H.No.-3-100/2. Paladugu, Wyra, Khammam Dstrig! Telangana St?!e' l'-l l'l -
b'0750+-, candidate to"- i'ttit100. H-T No 106107' SC, Marks - 26 + 20 =
46, Revised Hyderabad District (5%) Rank - 91

3. Venkanna Barpati, S/o Narsaiah. aged 37 Years'. Artisan Grade - ll, R/o H'No'-' d;6icisr, Gayathri Hills. Boduppai, Ransi Eeg.dv District, T€langana State'
FrN-- soobsz.'candidate to - iitstan."u r. ruo. fl1552' SC, Marks - 24+

20 = aa, Hyderabad District 5% quota revised rank - 137'

...RESPONDENTS'PETITIONERS

Petition under Section 151 cPC prayang that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit fited in support of the petition. the High court may be pleased to

vacate the interim orders granted in w.P. No- 18296 of 2O2O, dated 19-1O-2O2O-

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR

SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G- VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI
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WR|T PETITION NO: 18452OF 2O2g

Between:

AND

1 . Srinivast lu, S/o Ampanna, aged 29 years, R:/o H.No. 1-44, Chinna Gopalpur
Vallage, l\4akthal Mandal, Narayanapet District, Telangana State, PIN - 509208
Candidate lD - 71 158218, H.T.,No. 101727, SC, Marfts - 29, Rank - 86.

2- B. Nanikrrmar, S/o. Krishtophar, aged 25 years, Rt/o H.No. 7-11-182. Srinivasa
Colony, ?ajiv Marg, Gadwal, Jogulam6a-Gadwal Distiict, Candidate lD -
71106830, H.T. No. 122811, BC4, Marks - 29, Rank- 137.

3. S. Vinod. S/o. Narsappa, aged 22 years, R/o H.No. 5-105, Kota Street, Rajoti
Village and Mandal, Jogulamba€adwal District, Telangana State_ Candidrte
lD - 71105205, H.T. No. 150815 BC-B, Marks - 36, Rank A0.

4. Golkonda Raiashekhar, S,/o.Maisaiah, aged 28 years. Ryo H.No. 10-37,
Prashantlri Nagar, Meerpet, Balapur, Ranga Reddy District, PIN - 5O0O97
Candidalo lD-71124033, H.T. No. 111914, SC, Uarts - 29, Rank -368.

5. Gattoju Flamesh, S/o Veera Chary, aged 34 years, Rl/o H.No. 1l-1-46,
Eapunagrrr, Road No. 5, Saroor Nagar, Ranga Reddy District. PIN - 500035
candrdat€,tD -71122463,H.T. No. 133648, Bc-B, Mafus - 30, Rank - 288

6. M. Sriniv,rs. S/o L^axmaiah, aged 31 years, Rt/o H.No. 3-i Og, Anaipur,
Abdullapurmet, Ranga Reddy District, Telangana State. PIN - 50i512
candidare lD - 71152569, H.T. No. 112734 SC, Matus - 24, Rank - 681.

7. G. Bhask;rr, S/o Kistaiah, aged 32 years, Rl/o H.No,. 9-4-30/A-100. MRNC
Colony, Fih Nagar, Banjara Hills. Hyderabad, Telangana State, PIN - 500033
Candidate lD - 71142291, H.T. No.- 128923, BC-B,-Marks - 29, Rank - 343
(Ranga Reddy Dstrict).

B. S- Ram C:hander, S/o. Saknr, aged 37 years, R/o H.No. 7-3518, Amboth
I!r!qg, Loyapally Village, Manchal Mandal, Ranga Reddy Disrricr. ptN -
501508 Cirndidate lD - 71141212, H.T. No. 117888 S.T., Marks 26. Rank-
546

9. Karunakar _S/o Anjaneyulu, aged 31 years, No 2-51 , Nijalapur Vifiage,
lvloosapet Mandal, Mahabubnagar Distribt, Telangana State, ptN - 5093S0
Candidate lD - 71 118958, H.T. l.io, 1fi271 BC-B, Marks -38, Rank - 86

10.Ch- Venkataiah, S/o. Narsaiah, aged 33 years, Artisan Grade - [. H.No. 1-
5212. Kanruni Pally Mllage, Kulkachdrla Mandal, Vikarabad District,
Telangana State, PIN - 509335 Candidate lD - 71150543, H.T. No. 140308
BC-B, Mart:s - 29 + 26 = 49, Rank 8

11.Md. Aseef, S/o Allauddin, aged 30 years, Artisan Grade - R/o H_No. 3-119,
(ankullrl V]!qge, QamargiCda Mendat, Narayanapet Disrricr, Tetangana
Srare. PtN . 509407 Candidate lD - 71109722, H;T. No. 107617 , BC-E. M;rks-29+13=42,Rank-23

...PETITlONERS

1

2

The^Telang ana _State Southern Power Distribution Company Llmated, having
ils Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyd6rabad - 500063:
i'ep by its Chairman and Managing Director.

The Director', (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No.6-1-
50. Mint Cornpound, Hyderabad - 500063.
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3. The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Narayanapet Circle, C/o the S.E.
(Operation), Mahabubnagar, TS SPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana
State,

4. The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Jogulamba-Gadwal Circle,
Gadwal, TS SPDCL, Jogulamba-Gadwal District, Telangana State.

5. The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Operation Circle, Cybercity,
TSSPDCL, Ranga Reddy district, Nanalnagar X Roads, Rethibowli,
Hyderabad - 50OO28, Telangana State.

6- The Superintending Enganeer. (Operation), Mahabubnagar Circle,
Mahabubnagar, TS SPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana State.

7. The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Vikarabad Circle, Vikarabad, TS
SPDCL, Vikarabad District, Telangana State.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of lhe Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ. order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ of mandamus, declaring the action of the Respondents, in not

granting time for submitting the latest original bonafide Certificates / Residence

Certificates, without taking into consideration of the guidelines regarding Unlock-

4.O and Covid-19 Lockdown restrictions and the non-opening of the Schools into

consideration, and the action of the Respondents in not permitting the Petitioners

to the Pole Climbing Test, while permitting other candidates, who were declared

as Covi&Positive, by considering their representations to the Pole Climbing Test

held on 3OlOgl2O2O, as arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of

the Constitution of lndia and also contrary to the guidelines issued in G.O. Ms. No.

12O, dated 31lOBl2O2O, pursuant to the Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated

28logl2o19, and consequently direct the Respondents to conduct the Pole

Climbing Test to the Petitioners and consider their candidature, by verifying their

Study Certificates from 'l to 7th Class / Residence Certificates and accordingly

appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men, against 95 percent Local Candidates

Quota, based on their Meril, Social Status and their success in the Pole Climbing

Test to be held, with all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumslances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct
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the Respondents to conduct the Pole Climbing Test to the Petitioners and consider

their candidature, by verifying their Study Certificates from 1st to 7th Class/

Residence Certificates and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men.

against 957o Local Candidates Quota, based on their Merit, Socaal Status and their

success in the Pole Climbing Test to be held, pending disposal of the above \,vrit

petilion.

lA NO: 1 OF 20:21

Between:

1 The Telar)gana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited, having
its Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063,
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director.

The Director, (Hurnan Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H_No.6-'t-
50, I\Iint C:ompound, Hyderabad - 500063.

The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Narayanapet Circte, C/o the S.E.
(Operation), Mahabubnagar, TS SPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Tetangana
State.

The_Superintending Engineer (Operation), Jogulamba-Gadwat Circte, Gadwat,
TS SPDCI-, Jogulamba-Gadwal District, Telangana State.

The_ Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Operation Circle, Qy6s16;1r, 15
!|OCL. Ranga Reddy district, Nanalnagai X Roads,,Rethibowti, Hyderabad -
500028. T -.langana State.

The Sut)erintending Engineer, (Operation), Mahabubnagar Circle.
Mahabubnagar, TS SPDCL, Mahabubnagar District, Telangana Siate.

The Superintending Engineer, (Operation), Vikarabad Circle. Vikarabad, TS
SPDCL, V karabad District, Telangana State.

...PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

Srinivasulu, S/o Ampanna, aged 29 years, Rlo H.No. 1-44, Chinna Gopalpur
Village. Makthal Mandal, Narayanapet District, Telangana State, PtN - 509208
Candidate lD - 71158218, H.T. No.'101727, SC, Marks - 29, Rank - 86.

B. Nanikunrar, S/o. Krishtophar, aged 25 years, Rt/o H.No.7-1 1-182, Srinivasa
Colony, R;rjiv Marg, Gadwal, Jogulamba-Gadwal District, Candidate tD -
71106830. H-T. No. 122811, BC-C, Marts-29, Rank- 137_

S,..Vinod. S/o- Narsappa, aged 22 years, R/o H.No. 5-105. Kota Street, Rajoli
Vrllage and Mandal, Jogulamba-Gadwal District, Telangana State_ Candidate
lD - 71106rt05, H.T. No. 150815 BC-B, Marks - 36, Rant +0.
Golkonda Rajashekhar, S/o.Maisaiah, aged 28 years, RJo H.No. 10-37,
Prashanihi Nagar, Meerpet, Balapur, Ranga Reddy District, plN - 5OOOS7
candidare lD- 71124033, H.T- No. 111914, SC, Uarrs - 29, Rank -368.

2

3

4

5

6

7

AND

1

2

3

4
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Petition under section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances slated in

the affida,/it filed an support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

vacate the interim orders granted in W.P. No. 18452 of 2020, dated 12-11-2O2O'

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR

SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR'
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETIT lON NO: 18730 OF 2020

Between:

5- Gattoju Ramesh, S/o Veera Chary, ag-ed 34-years, Rl/o H.No. 11-1-'!9.
Baounaqar, Road No. 5, Saroor Nagar, Ranga Reddy District, PIN - 500035
Ca'ndidaie lD - 71122463, H.T. No. 1336't8, 8C-8, Marks - 30, Rank - 288

6. M. Srinivas, S/o Laxmaiah, aged 31 years, Rl/o H.No. 3-109. An€ipurr
AMullapurmet, Ranga Reddy -District, T.elang-ana State, PIN - 501512
candidire lD - 71 1 52569, H.T. No. 112734 S,C, Marks - 24, Rank - 681 .

7. G. Bhaskar, S/o Kistaiah, aged 32 years, Rl/o H.No. 94-30/4-100, MRNC
Colony, Film Nagar, Baniara Hills, Hyrierabad, Telangana State, PIN - 900911
Candi6ate tD -i1i422d1 . H.T. No. 128923, BC-B, Marks - 29, Rank - 343
(Ranga Reddy District).

8. S, Ram Chander, S/o. Sakru, aged 37 years, R/o H.No- 7-3518. Amboth
Thanda. Loyapally Village, Manchal Mandal, Ranga Red-dy District' PlN. -
sot508 canoiiatd lD - iticlz'lz, H.T. No. 117888 S.T., Marks - 26. Rank-
546

9. Karunakar, S/o Anjaneyulu, aged 31 years, Rl/o 2-51, Niillqpur Villag^el

Moosapet Mandal, i,,latrlbubnagar District, Telangana State, PIN - 509380
Candidate lD - 71 1 18958, H.T. No. 150271 BC-B, Marks -38, Rank - 86

10.Ch. Venkataiah, S/o. Narsaiah, aged 33 years, Artisan Grade - ll' H'M 1-

52t2. Kamuni Pally Village, Kulkacheda Mandal' Vikarabad Drstrict,
Telangana State. PIN - 509335 Candidate lD - 71150543, H.T No. 140308
BC-B, Marks - 29 + 20 = 49, Rank 8

11. Md- Aseef. S/o Allauddin, aged 30 years, Artisan Grade - Rl/o H.No 3-1 19'
Kankurthy Village, Damargidda Mandal, Narayana-pet -Di-sllctrJe]algala
srare, Plill - 509"407 Candidlte lD - 71109722, H.T. No- 107617 ,8C-E. Marks
-29+13=42,Rank-23

...RESPONDENTS/PETITIONERS

Sanoameshwar A. S/o Galappa, aged 39 years, Artisan Grade - ll, Rl/o

H-.rud.r-r j, Jharasangam Villal;'e and-Mandal,'Sangn Reddv-District-(Ftl!flI.
Medak District), Telaigana StJte, PIN - 502246 

-Candidate 
l.D- No.71122624'

li1. r.ro. 1424i1 , BC-b, Marks-28 + 20 = 48, Revised Rank-19 (Considered
against5ToquotainSangaReddyDistrictinsleadof95%quotalnVikarabad
Local District

Katroth Manikyam, S/o Mogle, aged 22 Years, Rl/o-H.No. 4-78. lbrahimbad
Vilig". tlur"rirur tvlandal, 

'SangJ ReUdy-District (Erstwhile Medak District)

1

2
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3

c^andidate tD 71 103634, H.T- No. 142142 5.r., Marks - 31. Rank -131
(Considt:red qgainst 57o quota in Medak District instead of 9b% quota in
Sanga Reddy Local District)

[aq1gu!r.Sathish, S/o Saibabu, aged 25 years, Rt/o H.No. 14-50, Chinthat
Basthi Cotony, 

^g!r.rp"!, 

Nagar kumoot bistrict, ptN - 509375 ierst*nireMahabut,naqir District) Candidate ,tD - 71120561 H_T. No. 1181b1 BC_A,
ll9.1s ; ,JOr_F."nt - 413, .(Considered agaanst 5olo quota in Natgonda Districi
anstead of 95% quota in Nagar Kumool District)

...PET]TIONERS
AND

1. The^Telargana _state, southem power .Distribution company Limited, having
its C.orpora_te Of{ice at H-No. 6-1-SQ, Mint Compound, HyO6raOaO _-SOOOOS]
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director,

2. The-Director (l-fuman Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad : SOOOOa.

3. The- _Sup.rintending Engineer- (Operation), Vikarabad Circle, Vikarabad,
TSSPDCL, Vikarabad Disirict, Tetangana Stiie. - -

4. The Supe rintending Engineer. (Operatioj), Sanga Reddy Circte, Sanga
Reddy, tS SpDcr, Sanga"Redov'ot'.trictli.irar[-rnist"t".

5. The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Nagar Kurnool Circle. Naoar
Kumoot, Trl SPDCL, Nag-ar Kurnooi District,'teta-n"gina Si"t".

u 
il5,?,ffJ, l:",,T5i3^E:fl 53fl ,(operarion 

), Meda k circre, Meda k, rS SpDCL,

7. The_ _Supe-intending Engineer . (Operation), Nalgonda Circle, Natgonda,
TSSPDCL, Natgonda Distiict, Teta'ngjana Staib.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition unrler Articre 226 of the constitution of rndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit fired therewith, the High court may be
pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the
nature of writ ol mandamus, decraring the action of the Respondents, in
implementing the l)residential order to the Notified Junior Line Men posts, in the
Notification No.l of 2019, dated 2glogl2o1g, their further action in treating the
Petitioners claim o rly against spercenlage quota, instead of 95 percentage quota
and the action of tlle Respondents No.3 to 5 in not issuing the calr Letters to the
Petitioners for Pol: crrmbing Test, whire issuing the cafl Letters to the ress
meritorious candid;rtes, as arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21
of the constitution of India and also contrary lo the presadential order issued vide
G.O IVs. No. '124, OAD, dared 30/08/2018and lhe Notification No.1 0f 2019. dated
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28tOSl2O19 and consequently read down the Notification . No- 1 of 2019 dated

28logl2j19 and direct the Respondents to conduct the Pole Climbing Test and

consider candidature of the Petitioners, without reference to the Presidential

Order, either under the Respondents No.3 to 5, or allernalively, against 95

percentage Local Candidates Quota, by verifying their Study Certificates from 1st

to 7th Class and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line N4en, against

95 percentage Local Candidates Quota, based on their Merit, Social Status and

therr success in the Pole Climbing Test to be held, with all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2O2O

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents to conduct the Pole Climbing Test and consider candidature o[

the Pelitioners. without reference to the Presidential Order, either under the

respondents No.3 to 5, or altematively, against 95 percentage Local Candidates

Quota, by verifying their Study Certificates from 1st to 7th Class and accordingly

appoinl the Petitioners as Junior Line Men, against 95 percenlage Local

Candidates Quota, based on their Merit, Social Status and their success an the

Pole Climbing Test to be held, pending disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 19079 OF 2O2O

Between:

K.Hari Prasad. S/o Sudhakar, R/o.H.No.18-134, Sanlaya Nagar, Colony'
Nagarkurnool (Erstwhile Mahaboobnagar D1sJ19Q,- Tglgngana State, PIN - 509209
Caididate l D. No. 71115176, H.T. No.137030 BC-B, Marks - 48, Revised
Nagarkurnool District / Circle Rank -17.

...PETITIONER
AND

The Telangana State Southem Poraer Distribution Company Limited, havlng
its Corpora"te Office at H.No.6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad - 500063.
rep. by its Chairman and tvianaging Director.

1
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2. The Direr:tor, (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-
50, Mint ()ompound. Hyderabad - 500063.

3. The Supr:rintending Engineer, (Operation), Nagarkurnool Operaiion Circle, at
O/o the S.E., Nagarkurnool SE Office, TSSPDCL, Nagarkumool District,
Telangana State.

4. The Supe rintending Engineer, (Operation), Mahaboobnagar Operation Circle,
TSSPDCI-, Mahaboobnagar District, Telangana State.

5. The Stale of Telangana, Generat Administration Department (GAD)
Secretari€rt, Hyderabad, rep. by its Chief Secretary.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issur, any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ. ol mandamus, declarrng the action of the Respondents No. 1 to 4
implementing tho Presidential Order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts, to
anon-existing Dir;trict / Circle (Nagarku!.nool District / Nagarkurnool Circle) in the

Presidential Order, in the Notification No. 1 of 2O19, dated 28-09-2019, their action

in treating only a,lainst 5% quota. anstead of 95% quota and the action of the 3rd

and 4th Respondents in not issuing the Catt Letter for Pole Climbing Test, while

issuing the Call Latters to the less meritorious Candidates, as arbitrary, illegal and

violative of Articl€ s 14, 16 and 21 of the Constitution of lnCia and also contrary to
the Presidentiaf C)rder issued vide G.O. tvls. No. 124, GAD, dated 30-08-2018 by

the 5th Responde,nt also to the Not,fication No.1 ol 2019, dated 28-Og-2019 and

consequently rea(l down the Notification No.l of 2019 dated 8-09-2019 and direct

the Respondents No.1 to 4 to conduct the Pole Climbing Test and consider

candidafure of ther Pelihoner. either under the 3rd and 4th Respondents against

95% Local Candicates Quota, while seeking preferences from all the Candidates

against 5% Open Quota, as declared by the Honorable High Court in the Case

repor'ted in 2003 (r) ALT 439 (DB) Para - 9, withoul reference to the presidential

Order, or alternati/ely, by verifying his Study Certificates from to 7th Class and

accordingly appoint the Petitioner and as Junior Line Man, against 95% Local

Candidates Ouota, based on his Merit, Social Status and his success in the pole

Climbing Test to b€ held, with alt consequential benefits.
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lA NO: 1 OF 2Om

Petition under Section 1 51 CPC praying that an the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the Respondents No. 1 to 4 to conducl the Pole Climbing Test and consider

candidature of the Petitioner, under the 3rd Respondent against 95% Local

Candidates Quota, while seeking preferences from all the Candadates against 5%

Open Quota, as declared by the Honorable High Court in the Case reported in

2003 (6) ALT 439 (DB) Para - 9, without reference to th€ Presidentiat Order, or

alternatively, by verifying his Study Certificates from l st to 7th Class and

accordingly appoint the Petitioner and as Junior Line Man, against 95% Local

Candidates Quota, based on his Merit, Social Status and his success in the pole

Climbing Test to be held.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P. DEVENDER

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent No.S: GP FOR SERVICES-!||

WRIT PETITION NO: 21073 OF 2O2o

Between:

A. Ramakrashna. S/o Chinna Kukkaiah, Aged about 34 years, Occ. Appeared for
Junior Lineman. HT No.1O6831, R:/o Kethepally Village, Pangal Mandal, Wanaparthy
District, Telangana State

AND
...PETITIONER

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. By its Principal Secrelary, Department of
Energy, Secretariat at B.R.K.R. Bhavan, Hyderabad, Telangana State.

2. The Chairman and Managing Director, Southern Pornrcr Distribution Company
Limited, Mint Compound, Hyderabad.

3. The Chief General Manager, HRD, Southern Power Distribution Company
Limited, Mint Compound, Hyderabad.

4- The Superintending Engineer, Operation Circle, Nagrkurnool, Telangana
S{ate Southern Power Distribution Company Limited, Nagarkurnool Distnct,
Telangana State.

...RESPONDENTS
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Petition .rnder Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issuo an appropriate wrat, order or direction more particulady one in the

nature of Wril of Mandamus directing the respondents to consider the

representation ()f the petitioner daled O311012020 in BC-B category for the post of

Junior Lineman in lhe 4th respondent organisalion as the petitioner got 28 marks

for weightage sr:rvice marks, each year 2 marks for ten years twenty marks, total

48 marks and sr:cured 19lh rank in pole climbing test and consequently diri.'ct the

respondents to consider the petitroners candidalure in the ongoing selection in

pole climbing lest in five clear existing vacancies in the 4th respondenl

organization.

IANO:'f OE 2020

Petition urder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the €ffidavit filed in support of the petatron, the High Court may be pleased to direct

the respondents to consider the representation of the petitioner dated 03-10-2O20

in BC-B category for the post of Junior Lineman in the 4th respondent organisation

aa the petitione r 'pl 28 marks for weightage service marks, each year 2 marks for

ten years lwenty marks, total 48 marks and secured 19'h rank in the ongoing

selection in pole rJimbing lest in five clear existing vacancies in the 4th respondent

organization, pen Jing disposal of the main writ petition.

Counsel for the F'etitioner: SRI D, L. PANDU

Gounsel for the Flespondent No.1: GP FOR SERVICES-||I

Counsel for the F:espondent Nos.2 to 4: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 21557 OF 2O2O

Between:

D- Praveen, S/o Yadagiri, aged 45 years, Rl/o H.No. 7-561412, Sardar Patel Nagar,
Malkajgiri, Medcha l-Malkajgiri District. (Erstwhile Ranga Reddy District) Telangana
State, PIN -5OOO4? Candidate ID -71142547. H.T. No. 127444, BC-B, Marks - 29+20
= 49, Rank -12.

AND
..PETITIONER
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1. The Telangana state southern Power Distribution company Lirnited, havlng
its Corporite Office at H.No. 6-1-50, tVlint Compouncj, Hyderabad - 500063'
rep. by its Chairman and Managing Director.

2. The Director (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporale Office at H'No' 6-1-

50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad -500063'

3. The Superintending Engineer (Operation)' 
-

Medchal, TSSPDCL, Gunrock, Secunderabad,
Telangana State.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court may be

pleased to issue any appropriate writ, order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ of mandamus, declaring the action of the Respondents,

implementing the Presidential order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts, in the

Notification No. 1 of 2019, dated 2aogt2o19. their further aclion in restricting the

Petitioners claim against 5% quota only in one Districu circle, instead of

considering the claim in all the Districts/ circles of the 1st Respondent company

and the action of the Respondents No- 1 and 2 in approving the Provisional

Selection of the less meritorious candidates lhan the Petitioner against the 5

percent open Quota in various circles, and including the Petitioners name in the

Provisional Selection List in any of the circle, as arbitrary, illegal and violative of

Articles 1 4, I 6 and 21 of the constitution of lndia and also contrary to the

Presidential order issued vide G.O. Ms. No. 124, GAD, dated 30/08/ 2018 and

contrarytotheNOTE(i),(ii),(iii)and(iv)ofPara-VllloftheNotificationNo.lof
2019, dated 2}togl2o'lg and consequently read down the Notification No. 1 of

2019 dated 28togl2o1g and direct the Respondents to consider the candidature of

the Petitioner, v,/ithout reference to the Presidential order, either under the

Respondents No. 3, or alternatively, against 5% Open ouota in all the Districts/

circles of the 1st Respondent company, and accordingly appoint the Petitioner as

Junior Line Man, against 5% open Quota, based on his Merit, social status and

his success in the Pole Climbing Test, with all consequential benefits'

tvtedchal Operation Circle"lr,l"o"n"r+,15 il49iri oist*ct,



as

lA NO: 1 OF m2o

Petition Under Section 151 CpC praying that in the circumstances stated in
lhe affidavit fileri in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct
the Respondents to consider the candidature of the petitioner for including his
name in the Prcvisional selection List. without reference to the presidential order,
or alternatively, against 5olo open Quota in all the Districts,/ circles of the lst
respondent conrpany, and accordingly appoint the petitioner as Junior Line Man,

against 5% ope rn Quota, based on his tvlerit (12th Rank), social status and his
success in the Pole climbing Test, pending disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRt D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENTOR CO|TNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G. VtDyA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRIT PETITION NO: 22548 OF 2O2O

Between:

M.iriyampalli. Venlateswara Rao, S/o Singaiah, aged 26 years, R/o Flat No.115, B_
Plg*, P.lfqfel . 

PrlE_Heishrs, Geer6a Nagir, R.K.-purari tpoO, r.rereariret,
y.elc!4-_ fvla-(aj3iri (DT), Tetangana Srare. ptN.500056 CahOiOdie t.D. No
71157188, H.T. No. 130340. OC, Marks - 42. Revised Rank - 65.

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The^Telangana _state southern power Distribution company Limited, havinq
its Corpora te Office at H-No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad _-bOOO6i-,
rep. by its (:hairman and Managing Director_

2. The- Directc r (Human Resources), TS SPDCL Corporate Office at H.No. 64_
50, Mint Conpound, Hyderabad - 500063.

3. The Super ntending Engineer (Operation). Medchal Circle, TS SPDCL,
Gunrock, Secunderabad, Miedchai-Mattaigiri District.

4. The National Council for Vocational Training (NCW), Ministry of Skill
Developmerrt and Entrepreneurship. Govem-eit df lndia, New Oeini iep. Oi
its Director (ieneral of Training / M6mber Secretary.

5. The Govemment of lndia, Ministry of Home affairs, New Delhi, rep. by its
Secretary.

6 J!9 iiale. r>f Tetangana, Labour, Emp{oymenl and Training Department,
secreraflat, iyderabad rep. by its principal Secretary.



_i9

7. The sta{e or Andhra pradesh. Labour Emproyment and rraining Department,A.P secretariat, Amaravarhr. Gunrur Distrii. r6p. by its principai'secle'iarv.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Articre 226 0t rhe constitution of rndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit fired therewith, the High court may be
pleased to issue any appropriate wrir. order or direction particurarry one in the
nature of writ of mandamus, decraring the action of the Respondents No. 1 to 3 in
not including the petitioners name in the provisional Selection List of Junior Line
Men, even after Verification of his originar certificates on 2o{,g-2o2o and even
after passing the Pore crimbing Tesr herd on 30-o9-202o, pursuant to the cafl
Letters dated o3-o8-2o2o and 29-09-2o20, respectively, on the ground that the
Petitioner studied lTl in the state of Andhra pradesh and the action of the 1st and
2nd Respondents in not issuing any orders / instructions to the 3rd Respondent
for issuing the Appointment order to the petitioner for Junior Lin€ Man post,
pursuant to his representations dated og-10-2020, as arbitrary, illegal and violative
of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of the consritution of tndia, violative of section - 9s of the
Andhra Pradesh Re-organisation Act, 2014 and contrary to the Educationar
Qualifications clause mentioned in paragraph -3 of rhe Notification No. 1 /2019,
dated 28-09-2o19 issued by the rst Respondent and consequenfly direct the
Respondents No- 1 to 3 to issue rhe appointment order to the petitioner, for Junior
Line Man Post, on par with the aI other candidates, who were issued the lfl
certificates by the 4th Respondent in Terangana state and accordirgly appoint the
Petitioner as Junior Line Man, based on his merit, Sociar status and success in
the Pole climbing Test herd on 30-09-2o20, with aI consequentiar benefits.

IA NO: 10F 2020

Petition under section 151 cpc praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support ot the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct
the Respondent Nos. l to 3 to issue the appointment order to the petitioner as
Junior Line Man, based on his merit, sociar status and the rr certificate granted
by the 4th Respondent without reference lo his Study of lrl in prakasa District.
state of lndhra Pradesh pursuant to the Notification No. 1t2o1g, dared 2g-og-
2019 pending disposal of the above writ petition.



(r0

counsel for the Petitioner: sRr D. PRAKASH REDDY, sENroR couNSEL FoR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for tfle Respoirdent Nos.t to 3: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

Counsel for the Respondent t{o.4 & 5: SRI KRISHNA KTSHORE KOWURI,
S.C. FOR CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

Counsel for.the Re.spondent No.6: Gp FOR LABOUR

Counsel forthe Respondeht No.7: SRI p. GOV{ND REDDY,
SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR A.P.

WRIT PETITION NO:23 048 0F 2020

Between:

'&&,#1"^,i&:r'd:.11:i:i;.J,:fl [iyE,ll,,],h,'fl h,.,x,,#33iilJ,ti,*i;
le^rap.a1a stare. prN -sogzos canoioit,l-rii'-i'i'ifiazt. Hi x". 13oi,.d:BC-A, Mz rks - 31 , Rank - 60.

2. Karantotlu Mothilal, S/o Jagan, aged 26 years, Rl/o H.No. 3_17, KankanalaGudem, -Serisudem viuagel simtG;-li;;;;;;puram Mandat, yadadri_
Bhongiri [ )istrict, ( Erstwhite" NalgondJ Oirtriiii,=i.f r"'gana State, p 

I N _ 508253C-andidatt: tD -71 13108, H.T No. loizii.-di, il;rk" _ 25 + 7 = 32, Rank _
193.

S p, Rgv!, _{i/o Buchaiah, ?Se9 2! years, R/o H.No. 3_58, Kadthat Viilaoe and
l,.a.ld_a_r,-!ansaReddyDisirict jei*gi;,i-Srii;,'p*rri_-ibss?i';;#ili;;iD":
71127021, H.T. No. riqaea Bc-a. Mi*. _ a-z-,-Hrn'r. - z:r.

4. M. Vittal, :i/o Narayana, a_gg! 32 years, R/o H.No. 1_13, Venkat Reddv pallv
!!t_ap-e. G and eeo raa noa rl rr,' l!"6,J q;;d Di Jt,-"t' rlii ";;J's tllll 

r 
p 

r fi " l509337 Crrndidate tD _711s2272, H.i. N; t++Gio, BC_8,"M;,*;_64,,#i _
2.

...PETtTIONERS
AND

1

2

3

The^Telanr;ana State Southern power Distribution Company Limited., havinoits corpor:[e office at Ft.No. 6-1_sO Milf c;;;;;',-iyd;il"]io6d6i:
rep. by its ()hairman and Managing Oirectoi.
The. Direck)r (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Oflice al H.No. 6_1_50, Mint Cc mpound, Hyderabad _SOOOOa.

X:^-S_,:f_tr,..,"ding Engineer (Oqergtion), Narayanapet Circte, C/o the S.E.(up€ratron), Mahabubnagar. TS SPDCL,' Mana6uOn5gar District, Telangana

The Superirtending Engineer_(Operation), yadadri_Bhongiri Circle, yadadri_
B honsiri, rs ; S eDCL, ya?aori+ih-dns, oi Jiri"iiJr r6a Xa s ta te

4



6t

5

and 4 and consider

representations dated

6

The Suoerintendino Fnoineer 
. 
(Operaticn), Operation Circle, Cybercity, TS

-SlpQ!, Sqnga Reidy Oistrio. rrianatnagar'X- AoaOs, RerniOowti, Hyderabad _
500028, Telangana Siate.

The Superintending Engineer (Operation), Mahabubnagar Circle,
M a h a bu b n a ga r, TS S-eDC L. "trl 

a na u u nhi'g i r tji. ilttr, i"i* g" na S ta re.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Articre 226 0f rhe constitution of rndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit fired therewith, the High court may be
pleased to issue any appropriate writ. order or direclion particurarry one in the
nature of writ of mandamus, declaring lhe action of the Respondents, in not
granting time for submitting the ratest Non-creamy Layer certificate, sSC Memo,
Residence certificate and Duplicate sSC Memo to the petitioners respectivery,
without taking into consideration of rhe guiderines regarding Unrock-4.0 and covid-
19 Lockdown restrictions and the non-opening of the schoors/ cofieges into
consideration, and the action of the Respondents in not permitting the petitioners
No.3 and 4 to the pore crimbing Test, pursuant to the cafl Letters issued to them,
while permitting other candidates, who were decrared as covid-positive, by
considering their representaticns to the pore crimbing Test held on 3o-o9-202o,
pursuant to the Notification No- 1 of 201 9. dated 28-09-2ol 9, as arbitrary, illegar
and violative of Articres 14, 16 and 21 of the constrtution of rndia and arso contrary
to the guidelines issued in G.o. lvls, No. 120. dated 31-08-2020, andconsequenfly
direct the Respondents to conduct the pore crimbing Test to the petitioners No. 3

the cases of all the petitioners, by considering the
18-O9-2O2o, 17-O9-ZO2O. 03-09_2020 and 22_1O_2O2O

respectively, by verifying the ratest Non-creamy Layer certificate, ssc Memo,
Residence certificate and Dupricate sSC Memo of the petitioners respectively,
and accordingrly appoint the petitioners as Junior Line Men, against g5% Local
Candidates Quota, based on their Merit, Socaal Status and the success of the
Petitioners No. 3 and 4,

consequential benefits.

n the Pole Ctimbing Test to be held, with all

lA NO; 1 OF 2O2o

Petition under Section r 5r cpc praying thal in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition. the High court may be preased to direct



62

the Responden.s No. 5 and 6 to conduct the Pole Climbing Test to the Petitioners

No, 3 and 4, by considering the representations dated 18-09-2020. 17-O9-2O2O,

03-09-2020 and 22-10-2020 respectively, by verifying the latest Non-Creamy

Layer Certificatr-'. SSC Memo, Residence Certificate and Duplicate SSC Memo of

the Petitioners respectively, and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line

f\iten, against 91)% Local Candidates Quota, based on their Merit, Social Status

and the succes i of the Petitioners No. 3 and 4, in the Pole Climbing Test to be

held. pending disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioners: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

WRITPETITION NO: 25062OF 2022

Between:

1- P- Sudhar'shan, S/o Kasim, aged 31 years, .Rl/o H.No. 5-63, S,C. Cotony,
Macheria Village, Gattu Mandal, Jogulamba Gadwal District (Erstwhile
Mahabubragar District), Telangana State, PIN 509129 2O1g Candidate t.D.
No. 71151953, H.T. No. 153612, SC, Marks 35, Rank 47

2. t\r- Venkaleswara Rao, S/o Singaiah, aged 28 years, Rl/o Flat No. 1 15, B-
Block. S. P. Kamal Priya Heights, Geetha Nagar, R K_Puram (Post).
Neredmet, Medchal-Malkajgiri District, Telangana State, PIN 500056 2019
Candidate l.D. No.71157188, H.T. No. 13O340, OC, Marks 42, Revised Rank
65

...PETITIONERS
AND

1- The Telan,lana State Southem Power Distribution Company Limited. having
its Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint Compound, Hyderabad 500063,
rep.. by its rlhairman and Managing Director.

2 The Direct rr (Human Resources), TS SPDCL, Corporate Office at H.No 6-1 -
5O. Mint Compound, Hyderabad 500063

..,RESPONDENTS

Petition ur der Arlicle 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances slateci in the affidavit filecj therewith, the High Coun may be
pleased to issue any appropriate writ order or direction particularly one in the

nature of writ of rnandamus declaring the action of the I't Respondent in issuing



the C.O-O.Ms-No.189, dated 06-06-2007, the consequential Orders in

S.P.O.O.Ms.No.730, dated 26-09-2015 and S.P.O.O.Ms.No.M1, dated 26-09-2019

and the Notification No.O3 of 2O22 dated 09-05-2022, to( Dtecl Recruitment to the

Post of Junior Line Men, without completing the Selection Process pursuant to the

Notification No.O1 of 2019 dated 28-09-2019 and the action of the Respondents in

implementing the Presidential Order to the Notified Junior Line Men Posts in the

Notification No.03 of 2022 daled 0945-2022, as arbitrary, illegal anci violative of

Articles 14, 16 and 21 o( the Constitution of lndia and also contrary to the

Presidential Order issued vide G.O.Ms.No.124, GAD, dated 30-08-20'18 and

consequently set aside the orders in C.O.O. Ms.No.189, dated 06-06-2007, the

consequential Orders in S.P.O.O.Ms.No.730, dated 26-09-2015 and

S.P.O.O.Ms.No.M1, dated 26-09-2019 and lhe Notification No.03 of 2022 dated

O9-O5-2O22, issued by the 1st Respondent and direct the Respondents to permit

the 1't petitioner to the Pole climbing Test, and accordingly to consider the

Petitioners' cases for appointment based on their Merit and Social Status.

pursuant to the Notification No.O1 of 2O19 dated 2B-O9-2019, without reference to

the Presidential Order and accordingly appoint the Petitioners as Junior Line Men

with all consequential benefits.

Prayer is amended as per Court Order dated 30.11 .2022 in l.A.No.2 of 2022

lA NO: 1 OF 2022

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased To stay

all further proceedings, including conducting of the Written Examination on 17-07-

2022, pursuant to the Notification No. O3 of 2022 dated 09-05-2022, ti the

Petitioners are issued the Appoir{ment Orders, pursuant to the Notification No. 01

of 2019 dated 28-09-2019, pending disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioners: SRI D. PRAKASH REDDY, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Counsel forthe Respondents: SRI G. VIDYA SAGAR,
SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SMT. K. UDAYA SRI

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER



THE HONOURABLE SMT. JUSTICE T. MADHAVT DEVI

WRIT PETITION NO.15597 oF 2020

ULRIT PETTTION NO.15864 oF 2020:

WRIT PETTTION NO.l 5888 0F 2020

WRIT PETTTTON NO.16598 0F 2020

WRIT PETTTION NO.16682 oF 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.I6775 0F 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.l 6781OF 2020

WRIT PETTTTON No.16883 0F 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.17112 oF 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.17324 OF 2O2O

WRIT PETITION NO.17377 0F 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.17409 OF 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.I7428 OF 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.T 7478 0F 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.I752O OF 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.I76O4 OF 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.17790 OF 2O2O

WRIT PETITION NO.T7817 OF 2020

WRIT PETITION NO.I8O48 OF 2O2O

WRIT PETITTON NO.I8OsI OF 2O2O



W.P-Nos.15597 ot2020
& batch (Total 3 t Cases)

WRIT PETITION NO.18104 OR 2O2O

WRTT PETITION NO.182OIOF 2O2O

WRIT PETTTION NO.18296 0F 2020:

WRIT PETITTON NO.18452 0F 2020:

WRIT PETTTION NO.18730 OF 2O2O

WRIT PETITION NO.I 9079 0F 2020:

WRIT PETTTION NO,21073 OF 2020

WRIT PBTITION NO.21557 OF 2O2O

WRIT PETITION NO.22548 OF 2020

WRIT PETITIO N NO.23048 0F 2020;

WzuT PETITION NO.25O6 2 OF 20222

AND

r.aNo.10 F 2023 IN W.P.NO.17324 0F 2020

COMMONORDER

tn this batch ol Writ Petitions, the petitioners are the candidates

who participated in the selection process and are aspiring to be selected

to the pos:s o[ Junior Lineman in Telangana State Southem Power

Distribution Company Limited ('TSSPDCL' in short) pursuant to the

2

recru itment Noti ft cation No.0 I /20 I 9 dt.28.09.20 19.



W-P.Nos-t5597 of 2020
& batch (-l-otal 3l Cases)

2. Since the facts and circumstances requiring consideration for

adjudication o[ all these Writ Petitions revolve around the subject

Recruitment Notification No.Ol/2019 dt.28.09.2019, all the Writ

Petitions were clubbed and heard together and are being disposed o[by

this common and consolidated order.

W.P.Nos.l5597 15864 r5888 16598- 16682 16775 16781 r6883 17324 17377

3

17409. L7478, 17520. 17604. 18051, 18104, 1E452,2304E of 2020 and 25062 of
2022

3. In W.P.Nos.15597,15864,15888, 16598, 16682, 16775, 16781,

16883, 17324, 17377, 17409, 17478, 17520, 17604, I80sl, 18104,

18452,23048 of 2020 and 25062 of 2022, similar grounds are raised

The petitioners therein are all challenging the action of the respondents

in implementing the Presidential Order to the notified Junior Lineman

posts in Notification No.0l/2019 dt.28.09.2019 and the action ol

respondent No.3 in not permitting the petitioners to the Pole Climblng

Test which was scheduled to be held on 02.09.2020 in spite of

submitting all the Study Certificates pertaining to Classes I to 7, as

arbitrary, illegal and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 2l of the

Constitution of India and also as contrary to the Presidential Order

issued by the respondent State of Telangana vlde C.O.Ms.No. 124,



W.P.Nos. t5597 of 2020
& batch (Total I I Cases)

4

General,\dministration (SPF-MC) Department, dt.30.08.2018 and

consequently to read down the Notification No.01/2019 dt.28.09.2019

and to di|ect the respondent TSSPDCL to permit the petitioners to

participate in the Pole Climbing Test based on their merit and social

status witlrout reference to the Presidential Order, or altematively by

verifying their Study Certifrcates from l" to 76 Classes, the petitioners

may be ap oointed as Junior Linemen based on their success in the Pole

Climbing '[est to be held, with all consequential benefits and to pass

such other order or orders as may be just. In a batch of similar cases,

this Court had granted interim orders directing the respondents to

conduct Pr,[e Climbing Test to the petitioners therein. The respondents

filed count,:r affidavits in some cases only.

4. Subsequently, the respondents issued Notification No.03 of 2022

dt.09.45.2022 with similar conditions which was challenged in

W.P.No.25062 of 2022. Thereafter, in the counter affidavit hled in

W.P.No.25062 of 2022, there was a reference to the amendments made

to Rule 22-B of the APSEB Service Regulations, specifying that unit of

appointmerrt lor the post oI Junior Lineman is Operation Circle/District

and that lor 95o/o of the posts, prelerence will be given to the



W.P-Nos.15597 of2020
& batch (Toral 3l Cases)

District/Discom candidates. There was no reference to the amendments

to Rule 22-B of the APSEB Service Regulations in the counters filed in

the above batch of Writ Petitions. In view of the above, the petitioners

in W.P.No.l5888 of 2020 arrd W.P.No.25062 of 2022 have filed

Interlocutory Applications for amendment of prayer challenging the

Notifrcation No.0 l/20 19 dt.28.09.2019 and also the instrucrions in

C.O.O.Ms.No.6l I dt.05.02.2009, S.P.O.O.Ms.No.730 dt.26.09.2015

and S.P.O.O.Ms.No.Ml dt.26.09.2019 as being against the Presidential

Order. [n addition to the above, in W.P.No.25062 of 2022, the amended

prayer was to challenge the Notification No.3 of 2022 dt.09.05.2022 as

well. The amendment of prayers in the Writ Petitions were allowed vrde

orders dt.l0. [ 1.2022 and 14.02.2023 respectively.

5. I.A.No. I ol 2023 in W.P.No.l7324 of 2020 is for amendment oI

prayer in the above lines and in addition thereto, it is also prayed that

issuing the above office orders and the Notification No.3 of 2022

dt.09.05.2022 without completing the selection process pursuant to the

Notilrcation No.0l/2019 dt.28.09.2019 is bad in law. [n view of the

orders allowing the amendment of prayers in W.P.Nos. 15888 of 2020

5

and 25062 ol 2022, this petition in I.A.No. I of 2023 in W.P.No. I7324



W.P-Nos.15597 of 2020
& batch (Total 3 t Cases)

of 2020 is also allowed and the Registry is directed to amend the prayer

a@ordinglf.

6. The respondents raised a preliminary objection that the Writ

Petitions v,ere not maintainable as the writ petitioners have participated

in the sel,:ction process. This Court, vide orders dt.30.11.2022 has

rejected thr: said objections.

7. The factual matrix and the reliel prayed in W.P.Nos.l5597,

15864, 15388, t6598, 16682, r677s, 16781, 16883, 17324, 17377,

17 409, l7 t-7 8, l7 520, 1,1 604, I 805 t, t 8 I 04, 18452, 23048 of 2020 and

25062 of 2022 are one and the same and therefore, brief facts in one of

these Writ Petitions, i.e., in W.P.No. 15597 of 2020, which cover the

factual scerrario of other Writ Petitions, is being dealt with as follows:

8. The petitioner in W.P.No.t5597 ot 2020 belongs to BC-D

communitl. He studied Classes I to 3 in the years l99l-92to 1993-94

and Classer; 4 and 5 in the years 1994-95 to 1995-96 atleeza Village and

Mandal, Mahdbubnagar District, Classes 6 andT in the years 1996-97 to

1997 -98 at Kalvabugga Vitlage, Orwakal Mandal, Kurnool District and

6

Classes 8 n) l0 in the ycars 1998-99 to 2000-2001 again at Ieeza Village



W.P.Nos.t5597 of 2020
& batch (Toal 3l Cases)

and Mandal, Mahabubnagar District. Thus, out of 7 years of study of

Classes I to 7, the petitioner in W.P.No. 15597 of 2020 had studied for a

period of 5 years al leeza Village which falls under the erstwhile

Mahabubnagar District and the present Jogulamba Gadwal District.

9. The petitioner in W.P.No. 15597 of 2020 claims to have passed

ITI in Electrician Trade from Fathima Industrial Trade Centre (ITC),

Gadwal, Mahabubnagar District and that thereafter, he has been working

as Sub-Station Operator lrom 01.07.2007 onwards and thereafter, as

Artisan Grade-ll at 33/t I KV Sub-Station, Amberpet, Hyderabad up to

the date ol filing of the Writ Petition and his Employee ID is stated to be

5t06973

f0. Respondent No.I issued Notiftcation No.01/2019 dt.28.09.2019

for recruitment of Junior Linemen posts and the petitioner ln

W.P.No. 15597 ot 2020 submitted his online application on l0.l 1.2019.

The written test was held on 15.12.2019 and the petitioner got 30 marks

and he was granted 20 marks on account of his service weightage and

his revised rank was 4 in the Jogulamba Gadwal District, It is submitted

7

that cal[ letter dt.30.07.2020 was issued by respondent No.3 scheduling



W.P-Nos 15597 of 2020
& batch (-total 3 t Cases)

8

the Pole ()limbing Test on 02.09.2020. On 23.08.2020, the petitioner

claims to have made an application to his school for issuance of

bonafide certificate of Classes t to 3, but the same was not issued by the

Head Masler as he was on home quarantine as he was declared Covid

positive. On 02.09.2020, the petitioner claims to have submitted all

other certificates for verification except the bonafide certificate of

Classes I 1o 3, but he was not permitted to Pole Climbing Test due to

the said de iciency. Subsequently, by 2.00 PM, the petitioner secured the

bonafde certificate and submitted the same, but respondent No.3 refused

to receive the same and refused to permit him to participate in the Pole

Climbing l'est on the ground that the time lor Pole Climbing Test was

already ovr:r. Therefore, on the very next day, i.e., on 03.09.2020, the

petitioner rnade a representation to the 2nd respondent for consideration

of his case for Pole Climbing Test, but no orders were passed on the

same and therefore, the W,P.No. I 5 597 ol 2020 has been fi led.

I l. In this Writ Petition, the petitioner is challenging reserving 95o%

of the postr; to the District candidates by implementing the Presidential

Order to th: Notification No.0 l/20 l9 dt.28.09.2019. [t is submitted that

the posts of Junior Linernan are not civi[ posts and therefore, the
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Presidential Order could not have been applied to the said posts. It is

submitted that in some of the Districts, there are no posts in open

category and almost all the available posts are allotted to local

candidates, thereby making the local/open reservation a mere illusion. It

is submitted that respondent No.l has not constructed or developed the

Sub-Stations in each District uniformly, but has constructed./developed

the Sub-Stations based on the necessity, availability of water, etc., as the

case may be, on the strength and weight of the local politicians and

therefore, there is no equitable distribution of posts in all the Districts

and that the respondents cannot take advantage o[ their own lapses and

deny appointments to candidates ol some ol the districts where there are

lesser number of Sub-Stations. [n support ol his contention that the

Presidential Order can only be apptied to civil posts, the leamed counsel

for the petitioner relied upon the j udgments of this Court in the cases of

Ch. Raji Reddy Vs. APSRTCI; Dr. N. Ram Gopal Vs. Executive

officer, TTD2; and Govt. o[ A.P. Vs. P. Vema Reddy3. He relied upon

the provisions of Article 37lD(l) o[ the Constitution of India which

' zoot (a) .rt-o ge

' zoo5 (o) nLo :si
I zooz (+) eLo:0,) (rttl)
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empowers the President of India to issue Presidential Orders with

respect to the State of Andhra Pradesh having regard to the requirements

of the State as a whole, for providing equitable opportunities and

facilities fr,r the people belonging to different parts oI the State, in the

matter of 'Public Employment' and 'Education' and accordingly,

different provisions could be made for various parts o[ the State under

Article 37lD(2) of the Constitution o[ India. It is submitred that Sub-

Article (l0t of Article 37lD provides for its overriding eflect o[ the

Presidential Order issued under the said Article over the othcr provisions

of the said r\.rticle. It is submitted that since the Presidential Order deals

with civil p,)sts under the State, the Presidential Order cannot be made

applicable t: the notified Junior Linernen posts as they are not civil

posts under the State. It is submitted that when respondent No. I cannot

adopt/implernent the Presidential Order directly, ir cannot adopt or

implement the spirit of the Presidential Order indirectly as it is also a

settled principle that what cannot be done directly cannot be done

indirectly. Tre leamed counsel lor the petitioner is therefore seeking

setting aside cf the Notification or reading down of thc subjccr condition

in the Notification
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12. In W.P.No. 15888 of 2020, the petitioner has also challenged the

amended Regulation No.22-B of the APSEB Service Regulations in

Part-II as adopted by TSTRANSCO. It is submitted that the petitioner

herein belongs to BC-B community and studied Classes l to l0 at

Vijetha High School (English Medium), Panduranga Nagar, Balanagar

Mandal, Ranga Reddy District, Hyderabad. The said place of study falls

under the erstwhile Ranga Reddy District and the present Medchal-

Malkajgiri District. The petitioner studied and passed I.T.I. in electrician

trade from Shubhodaya lndustrial Training Centre, Gumudur,

Mahabubabad, Warangal District during August,2016to July,20l8. He

participated in the recruitment process lor Junior Lineman pursuant to

Notification No.0l/2019 dt.28.09.2019 and he secured 29 marks and

obtained 383 rank in Ranga Reddy District. The petitioner was issued

call letter dt.31.07.2020 for parlicipatlng in the Pote Climbing Test on

27.08.2020 and the petitioner appeared lor the Pole Ctimbing Test in

Ranga Reddy District, but he was not permitted on the ground that as

per the present Presidential Order, he cannot be permitted to Pole

Climbing Test at Ranga Reddy/Cyber City Circle. The petitioner has

requested that he be allowed to participate in the Pole Climbing Test at
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Medchal-Nlalkajgiri District, but the petitioner was not permitted and

therefore he approached this Court by filing the present W,P.No. 15888

of 2020 challenging the action of the respondents in implementing the

Presidential Order retrospectively to the notiflred Junior Linemen posts

in Notification No.01/2019 dt.28.09.2019 and the action of respondent

No.3 in not permitting the petitioner flor the Pole Climbing Test

scheduled on 27.08.2020 in spite of submitting all the study certificates

pertaining to Classes I to l0 as illegal and arbitrary and also

consequently to read down Notification No.0l/20 19 d1.28.09.20 l9 and

to permit the petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test and to issue

appointmerit letter on the basis of his success in the Pole Climbing Test

This vide interim order dt. 17.09.2020, had directed the

respondentr; to permit the petitioner to the Pole Climbing Test. The Pole

Ctimbing 'l'est was conducted on 30.09.2020 in which the petitioner

participatec and according to the petitioner, he has passed the said test.

Subsequently, white filing of the counter affidavit in similar rnatter, i.e.,

W.P.No.25()62 of 2022 which was filed challenging the Notification

No.03/2022, dt.09.05.2022 on similar grounds, the respondents had

Court,

contended that they have amended the existing APSEB Service
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Regulations by issuing S.P.O.O. (CGM-HRD) Ms.No.M1 dt.26.09.2019

and thereafter, they have issued the Notification dt.28.09.2019 and in the

said S.P.O.O. (CGM-HRD) Ms.No.M t dt.26.09.2019, Amendment-I,

Amendment-I[ were issued. The respondents also claimed that while

exercising the powers conferred under Section 19(c) ar:d (k) of the

Electricity (Supply) Act of 1948, TSSPDCL issued amendment orders

to Regulation No.22-B in Part-II of the APSEB Service Regulations as

adopted by the APCPDCL (now TSSPDCL) and para 2(B) of C.O.O.

(CGM-HRD) Ms. No.576 dt.06.06.2007, as shown below as

Amendment-l and Amendment-2 in para 2(B) ol the C.O.O. (CGM-

HRD) Ms. No.576 dt. 16.0 1.2009 was substituted with the definitions of

(l) 'District Candidate', (2) 'Discom Candidate'. [n view o[ the same,

the petitioner in W.P.No.15888 of 2020 filed an amendment petition in

I.A.No. I of 2022 for amending the prayer in the Writ Petition to declare

the action of respondent No. I in issuing C.O.O. Ms. No. 189

dt.06.06.2007, the consequential orders in C.O.O. Ms. No.611

dt.05.02.2009, S.P.O.O. Ms. No.730 dr.26.09.20t5 and S.P.O,O, Ms

No.Ml dt.26.09.2019 as illegal and arbitrary and to read down the

Notification No.01/2019 dt.28.09.20t9 as it being unconstitutional and
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contrary to the Presidential Order issued by respondent No.5 vide

G.O.Ms.No.l24, General Administration (SPF-MC) Department,

dt.30.08.2018. The said amendment petition has been allowed by this

Court vide orders dt.14.02.2023.

13. As <liscussed in para 5 above, similar Application in I.A.No. I oF

2023 was made in W.P.No.l7324 of 2020 seeking amendment of the

prayer to declare the action of respondent No.t in issuing

C.O.O.Ms.No. 189 dt.06.06.2007, the consequential orders in

S.P.O.O.Ms.No.730 dt.26.09.2015 and S.p.O.O.Ms.No.Ml

dt.26.09.2Q 19 and the Notification No.03 of 2022 dt.09.05.2022, for

direct recnritment to the posts of Junior Linemen, without completing

the selecti :n process pursuant to the Notification No-0 I of 20 19

dt.28.09.20 19 and the action of the respondents in implementing the

Presidentia Order to the notified Junior Linemen posts in the

Notificatiorr No.03 of 2022 dt.09.05.2022, as iltegal, and arbltrary. In

view o[ a[towing I.A.No.l of 2022 in W.P.No. 15888 of 2020, this

Applicatior in I.A.No.l of 2023 in W,P.No.t7324 ol 2020 is also now

allowed an I the Registry is directed to take on record the arnended

prayer in W.P.No. 11324 of 2020.
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14. In addition to the argument that the post of Junior Lineman is not

a civil post and therefore the Presidential Order is not applicable to such

posts, the learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the erstwhile

APSEB was constituted under Section 5 of the Electricity (Supply) Act,

1948 and under Section 79(c) and (k) of the said Act, the Board is

empowered to make regulations.

15. The second ground raised is that when the petitioner studied

Classes 2 to l0 from 2000 to 2009, there was no Medchal-Malkajgiri

District and that it was part of Ranga Reddy Dlstrict and the school

authorities issued the certificates accordingly. lt is submitted that the

petitioner furnished the particulars in the online application accordingly,

as otherwise, it would amount to implementing the new Districts/new

Presidential Order with retrospective effect. [t is submitted that by way

o[ Annexure-Ill to the Notification, the respondents are implementing

the new Districts with retrospective effect and on that ground they did

not permit the petitioner to the Pole Ctimbing Test and thcir actlon is in

violation oI Articles 14, l6 and 2l of the Constitution oI India. [t is

submitted that the contentions of the respondents with regard to Article
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371D, the old and new Presidential Orders, 95%" local quota, 5oZ open

quota undr,r new Presidential Order are misconceived. It is submitted

that the notified posts are not the civil posts and therefore, the

respondentr; have no authority to implement the Presidential Order

though the object may be laudable. It is submitted that when the

respondents have conducted the State-wide written test commonly for

all the Disrricts candidates, they ought to have conducted the Pole

Climbing Test also accordingly based on merit, social reservations and

ought to ha,ze selected the meritorious candidates who passed the Pole

Climbing 'l est and ought to have issued the appointment orders

accordingly to different circles by considering their options as they are

incompetent to irnplement the Presidential Order and there is a specific

bar under Aticle l6(2) of the Constitution of India and the Parliamenr

has not enacred any law under Article l6(3) of the Constitution of India

It is further : ubrnitted that the local cadres were not organised so lar by

the Governrrent of Telangana based on the new Presidential Order and

therefore, ev<:n assunting that the new Presidential Order is applicable to

them, by anl,stretch of imagination, the respondents cannot trcat the

notified Jun or Linernen Posts as a local cadre under the new
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Presidential Order and implement the new Presidential Order under that

assumption. It is submitted that the amended Regulation 22-B of the

APSEB Service Regulations in Part-II, as adopted by TSTRANSCO,

provides for special provision regarding appointment by direct

recruitment following the spirit of Presidential Order. It is submitted that

as the Presidentia[ Order cannot be applied to the poss of Junior

Linemen, as the notified posts are not civil posts and further that the

amended Regulation 22-B has not been pubtished in the Otficial Cazetle

as required under Section 79(c) of the lndian Electricity (Supply) Act,

1948, and since the said amendment was given by way of issuance olan

Executive Proceeding, as such the same cannot override the

Constitutional Provision, i.e., Article 16(2) of the Constitution oI India

which prohibits reservation or discrimination on the basis of one's

residence. Therefore, the petitioner in W.P.No. 15888 of 2020 sought

declaration that Regulation No.22-B of the APSEB Service Regulations

in Part-lt as adopted by TSTRANSCO as unconstitutional.

16. -fhe 
learned counsel for the petitioner further submitted that after

bifurcation oI thc State, respondent No.4 has issued a nerv Presidential

Order yide C.O.Ms.No. 124, General Administratiort (SPF-MC)
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Departmert, dt.30.08.2018 and Section 3 of the said Order empowers

the Goverrrment for the State of Telangana to organise classes of posts

in the civil services, classes o[ civil posts under the State, into various

local cadres for different districts of the State within a period of 36

months fro m the commencement of that Order and since the Junior

Linemen p,)sts under respondent No.l company cannot be treated as

civil posts, respondent No. I company is not empowered to organise the

Junior Lint:men posts as District cadre posts under the guise of

implementirrg the Presidcntial Order. Thus, according to him,

implementirrg the Presidcntial Order by providing 957o posts to the local

candidates cf the respective districts and 5o/o posts to the open category

candidates s beyond thcir power and on that ground alone, the

Notiflrcation is liable to be set aside. He thus prayed for a direction to the

respondents to consider and allow the petitioners in W.P.No.l5597 and

15888 of 20i10 and batch lor Pole Ctimbing Test and to appoint rhem as

Junior Linenren without relerence to the Presidential Order or in the

altemative in their earlicr Districl.s of study or the new marked District

on the basis c I their rrrerit
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17. [n this case, by virtue of the interim order dt.21.09.2020, the

petitioner was permitted to appear for Pole Climbing Test. However, the

result could not be announced without the permission of this Court.

According to the petitioner, he has passed the Pole Climbing Test

conducted on 30.09.2020.

f8. Thc respondents I to 3 have filed their counter affidavits along

with stay vacate petitions in both the above Writ Petitions. [t is stated

that the respondent TSSPDCL is carrying out electricity distribution and

is catering to electricity requirements in 15 districts of Telangana. [t is

submitted that the post of Junior Lineman is a lower level post in the

operation division and the nature of work is that they are required to

work in shilts round the clock to ensure proper distribution of power

supply which includes ctimbing of pole, attending to transformers, etc. It

is submitted that in rural areas, power break downs occur frequently due

to heavy rains, winds and other climatic conditions and the Junior

Linemar.r stationed at the place of posting is required to attend to the

sudden break down ol the power supply and keeping that in view, the

post o['Junior [.iucrnan is treated as a village/gram panchayat level post
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and they u'ere required to acquaint themselves with the local conditions

and the aroa of the power distribution, so as to offer better services to

the consunrers which include majority of the farmers living in the rural

areas; and r.hat the Junior Lineman is required to attend to the consumer

calls as entrusted to him. It is submitted that keeping in view these facts

only, the urit of appointment of Junior Lineman is kept at Operation/

Circle level. It is submitted that since the post of Junior Lineman falls

under Operltion Subordinate Services and since there are no statutory

rules/regula iions lor recruitment to the post of Junior Linemen, the

guidelines issued by the State Government, which formed part of the

recruitment Rules in the year 2006, rvere followed by making written

test as one olthe eligibility criteria

19. It is submitted that Notification No.0l/2019 dt.28.09.2019 was

issued and in the said Notification, nurnber of posts available in each of

the Operation Units within the territorial jurisdiction of, TSSPDCL were

specified antl it was also clearly mentioned that 5%o o[ the vacancies

were unrese-ved, subject to thc selection criteria specified in the

Notification. [t is submitted that all the applicants were aware of the

specification cf the Notification with rcgard to the eligibility criteria and
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recruitment policy and reservations in favour of local candidates and

having participated in the recruitment process, they could not have

challenged the same. It is submitted that the minimum educational

qualification for the post of Junior Lineman is SSC with ITI

qualification in the Electrical Trade/Wireman or two years Intermediate

vocational course in the electrical trade and accordingly, Notification

No.Ol/2019 dt.28.09.20 l9 was issued inviting applications for filling up

of 2,500 number of vacancies by direct recruitment/general recruitment

in the Operatiorl Units oiTSSPDCL. It is stated that Para I (5) (b) of the

Notification specifics the mode o[ payment of fee for making online

application, whcrein it was specified that the candidate has to visit the

website to view the detailed Notification and user guide and after

payment o[ fees, the candidate is required to click on the link'submit

application' to complete the process of application and the candidates

were required to invariably fitl alt the relevant fields in the application

and immediately on subrnission of the application, the applicant would

get an acknowledgernent in the form of a downloadable pdf document. [t

is submitted that para No.lll of the Notification specified the procedu re

for uploading thc application lonn and the applicants were required to
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read the user guide for online submission of applications and then only

proc€ed further. It is submitted that as per the User Guidelines, the

candidates were required to click the particulars column available in the

application form to view the description and Column No.7 provided for

pelmanent address and under Column No.7a, the candidates were

required to :hoose the name of the district from the drop down list and it

was made (lear that the candidates have to choose their district as per

the new districts only.

20. Therefore, according to the learned counsel [or the respondents,

all the daails were given in the Notification and the candidates were

required to go through the entire Notification carefully before

submitting their applications and it was clear frorn rhe Notification that,

95% of the posts will be reserved [or the respective district candidates. [t

is submitted that accordingly, the candidates who got the quali$ing

marks as well as the weightage marks, were called for verification of

their certificttes and thereafter on1y, rhey were attowed for the Pole

Climbing Test and wherever the candidatcs could not produce the

relevant doct ments to satisfly their local candidaturc as stated in their

applications, they were not permitted ro the Polc Clirnbing Test. It is
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stated that in W.P.No. 15597 of 2020, the Writ Petitioner had given his

perrnanent address as leeza Viltage and Mandal, Jogulamba Gadwal

District and when the petitioner attended the certificates verihcation and

Pole Climbing Test on 02.09.2020, he failed to produce school study

certificates for the period ol study lrom Classes I to 3 and as per the

other study certificates furnished by him, he studied Classes 4 and 5 in

Jogulamba Gadwal District and Classes 6 and, 7 in Kurnool District,

Andhra Pradesh State and therefore, he was not treated as a local

candidate belonging to Jogulamba Gadwal District as per Para-VI of the

Notification and he was not permitted for Pole Climbing Test. It is

submitted that though the petitioner was required to appear for Pole

Climbing Test on 02.09.2020, he made a representation only on

03.09.2020 and therefore, it is clearly after the date fixed for Pole

Climbing Test. [t is further stated that Article 37lD of the Constitution

of India has no application to the present Notification and that the

vacancies have been notified to give opportunity to all the candidates

and also to keep in view the nature oIthe posts and Unit of appointment.

It is also stated that out o[ 2,500 posts notified, 1,747 posts were filled

23

up and the balancc posts could not be filled up as there are no eligible
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candidates belonging to the respective reserved districts/categories. It is

submitted that the petitioners herein do not fit into the unfilled posts,

which are,)armarked for specihed categories in the respective Circles

and therefore, their candidature could not have been considered. Thus,

the respondents prayed for vacation of the interim order and dismissal of

the Writ Pet itions.

21. The nrain crux of the arguments of the petitioners is that the posts

oF Junior Linemen are not civil posts and thereforc, thc Presidential

Order under Article 371D of the Constitution ol lndia is not applicable

to the said p)sts. The respondents I to 3 have also filed counter affidavit

stating that the said posts are not civil posts and that the Presidential

Order is not applicable to the said posts. The respondents have,

however, taken a stand that keeping in view the exigency o[ scrvice and

requirements of services of Junior Linemen in the local area, it was

decided to reserve 95% of the posts for local candidates of the respective

districts and, 5%o to be open for all other candidates. Tlre respondents

have relied upon the amended Regulation 22-B of thc AI'SL.B Service

Regulations in Part-ll as adopted by TSTRANSCO lbr providing

reservation tc the local candidates.
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22. Both the learned counsel for the petitioners as well as the leamed

counsel for the respondents have fited their written arguments in support

of their contentions and also copies of case law on which they have

placed reliance upon during the course of their arguments'

23. In view of the above' the issues to be decided in this batch of Writ

Petitions bY this Court are:

(D Whether the Presidentiat Order is applicable to the posts of

Junior Linemen and il not' then' whether the spirit of the

Presidentialordercanbeappliedintheguiseofamended

Regulations?

(iD Whether the alteged amended Regulation 22-B of the

in Part-tI is violative of
APSEB Service Regulations

Article t6(2) of the Constitution of tndia?; and

(iii) Whether the alteged arnended Regutation 22-B of the

APSEB Service Regulations in Part-[[ has the statutory

authoritY?
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24. As r:gards the first issue, this Court finds that Article 16(2) of the

Constitution of India specifically prohibits discrimination based on

residence ereept under Article 37lD of the constitution of India and the

notified Ju;rior Lineman posts not being civil posts, the respondents

cannot apply the Presidential order to the said posts. It is arso to be seen

that the res,ondents themserves have admitted in the counter affidavit

that Preside ntial Order is not applicable to these posts. .l.hereforc,

according &r the learned counsel for the petitioners as well as the

respondents, the presidential Order is not applicable to the subject posts.

25' It is arso seen that the issue as to whether A.GENC. (as it then

was) was an rnstrumeniarity of State or a rocal authority u.der Articte t 2

of the Conslitution of India and whether the posts of Junior plant

Attendant (r.r hich was equivalent to the post o[ Junior Linernan),

thereundeq om be categorised as a post in civil services or civil post

under the State or local authority, has been considered by a Division

Bench o[ the High Court of Judicature at Hyderabad tbr thc State of
Telangana anct the State of Andhra pradesh (as it then was) in the case
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of P.Divya and others Vs. M.D., APPGCL, Hydcrabad and others4,

and it was held that even though the APGENCO qualifies as a State

instrumentality for the purpose of bringing it within the ambit of Article

226 of the Constitution of India, it is essentially a corporate entity and,

at best, it can be called as a public sector undertaking. It was further held

that employment in its service, therefore, does not fulfil the

requirements to attract the Presidential Order and that the Presidential

Order has to be construed strictly and has application only to civil

services and/or the holder of a civiI post in the State Covernment or its

local authorities and therefore, issuance oI G.O.Ms.No.6l0

dt.30.12.1989 by the State Government linking directly to the

Presidential Order and observing and implementing the spirit o[ the

Presidential Order to APGENCO cannot be said to be a legally valid

exercise. The Court has also observed that it is tirne lor the APGENCO

to realise its errors in this regard and take corrective measures. [t is also

noticed that similar reservation of 80% of the posts was made for locals

and,20o/o to the non-locals. Notifications were issucd on 05.01.201I and

17.10.201 t for the post of Junior Plant Attendant ln the Notifications,

o 20r9 (t) ALT 536 (D.8.)
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priority w given to the candidates who were locals in the districts

where the power generating stations of APGENCO were situated. The

challenge in the Writ Petitions was aimed at Clause 5 of the

Notihcatiorrs providing for reservation of 80% of the posts in favour of

the locals. It is also noticed that the Division Bench reflerred to

Regulation 22-B in Part II and Regulation 22(i) in Schedule III in part-ll

of the Anclhra Pradesh State Electricity Board Service Regu lations

(APSEB S,:rvice Regulations) framed under the erstwhile Andhra

Pradesh State Electricity Board in exercise ofpower under Section 79(c)

oI the Indian Electricity (Supply) Act, 1948 which speak of 'lollowing

and observirrg' thc spirit of the Presidential Order. The Division Bcnch

o I this Court in paras 34 to 46 has held as under:

Aonlica tion o the 'soi,

28

rit of the Presi.d.en tial Order' to the selection:

.14. Article 37lD of the Constitution was tnserled thercin by

the Cot stitution (Thirty-second Amendmenl) Act, 1973. b,ith elkct

from 01.07.1974, and apptied to the erstahile Stare of Andhra

Pradesh lt was intended to give ellect to certain safeguard.s in thc

natter ofemployment opportunities for residents of Telangana region.

Thercb_v, thc President of India was empowered to providc. by ordcr.

.fbr cquirtble opportunilies and laciltties to denizens in clilferent parts

oJ' rhc crsrvhile State of Andhra Pradesh in maucrs ef pubtic

enplovnranl an,:! educalion. lt is in erercisc o.f.this pouer tlmt thc

f
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Presidential Order came to be issued. However, the Presidential

Order applies only to posts in the civil services and classes of civil

posts under the State and its local authorities. Apart from this, Article

16(3) of the Constitution empowers the Parliament to make law

prescribing residence within a State as a requiremenl for employmenl

or appointment to an ollce under the Government of that State or

under any local authority wtthin that State. In the cases on hand, it is

nobody's cdse that Article l6(3) of the Constitutiotx lns applicatiott.

Further, it may be noled even the Parliament can nruke law,

thereunder keeping in mind residence in the entire Statc and not in

pa r t ic u lar d is tric ts the reof.

35. The issue is whether the prescription of a rescrvation .for

local district candidates in the subject selections can.find protecriotl

by extension of the'spirit of the Presidential Ordcr'. 7-o do so. the pre-

requisite would be that the post ofJunior Plant Attendant ntust qualifv

as a post in the civil service of the State or be a ciyil post untlcr the

State or its local authorities.

36 At this stage, il would be useful to advert lo curial t'isdont

on lhis aspect of the matter.

37. In STATE OF GUJARAT V/s. RAMAN LAL KIiSI{AY LAt.

SONI (l) (1983) 2 SCC 33, a Constitution Bench considerod the issue

as lo whether members of lhe Gujurat Pancha.yal S('n'rcc $ere

Govcrnment serttants- ln this context, the Constitution Bench obscn'ed

lhat it is a queslion offact in each case as to vlrcther a person is a

sen'ant of the Stale or not-

3E. Earlier, in STATE OF ASSAM l//.s. SIlltl K,INAK

C|{ANDRA DUTTA (2) AIR 1967 SC 884. the qucstiot bclitrc a
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Cons'itution Bench was whether a Mauzadar was d person holding a

civil post under the State. Observing that there was no formal

defintion of 'post' and 'civil posl', the Constitution Bench concluded

thdt was a post on the civil as disttnguished from the defence side of

the administration, thal is, an employment in a civtl capacity under

the Uzion or a State. It was observed that a person who holds a civil

posl t,nder a Slate holds 'olfice' during the pleasure of the Governor

of the State, except as expressly provided by the Constitution. L was

furthe" obsen,cd lhal a posl under lhe State would mean a posl under

the administrative control of lhe State- As the Slale had the power and

thc rithl to selcct and appoint a Mauzadar and also had the power to

suspet.d or dismiss him, ets hc was a subordinate public servanl

u,orkfu g undcr the supernision and control of the Deputy

Commissioner, receiving by way of remuneration a commission on

collections and sometimes a salary, there was a relationship of mastcr

and sc,'vanl between the State and him. He was accordingly held to bc

the hol4er qfa civil post under the State.

39. In SOM PRAKASH REKIII V/s. UNION OF INDIA (3)

(1981) I SCC 449, Ihe Supreme Court observed that the Bharat

Pelrolcum Corporation Limiled was a limb of the Government, being

an agc,tcy of thc State. but that conclusion would not mean tlrut for
thc purpose of Article 309or otherwbe, the said Government

compar,t' u'ould be a State-

10. In DR.GURJEETYAN GAREWAL V/s. DR.SUMITRA

DASH (4) (2004) 5 SCC 26J = 2004 (5) ALT 25.3, 31.4 (DN SC} thc

Suprent: Court a-firmcd tltat a person cannot be said to be holding a

ci'il po: I undtr tlrc Stalc nrcrely because his salary was paidfrom the

State -/u,td rtr bccause lhc Stak cxercises a ccrtain amount ofcontrol

oter rht post. On this basis, tlrc Post Graduate Institute of Mcdical
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Education & Research, Chandigarh, was stated to be not a 'State'for

the purpose olArticle 3I I and the employees therein did not hold civil

posts.

4L In S.KESAVA RAO lr/s. CHAIRMAN AND MANAGINC

DIRECTOR, APSPDC LTD., TIRUPATHI, CHITTOOR DTSTRICT (5)

2012 (5) ALT 744 (D.8.) : 2012 (5) ALD 7l (DB), a Division Bench

of this Court had occasion to deal with the post ofJunior Lineman in

Ihe sen,ice of the Transmission Corporation of Andhra Pradeslt

Limited qnd its four distribulion companies. The Division Bench

catcgorically held that the APSEB Service Regulations i.e., Parts I, II

and ttt thereof, did not deal with appointment Io the post of Junior

Lineman and various other posts in the Operation and Mainlcnance

services. Relerring lo the fact that the post of Helper under thc

Andhra Pradesh Electricity Deryrtment Oryration Subordinole

Service Rules, which came into force on 01.01.1948, was re-

clesignatcd as Junior Lineman, the Divtsion Bench dealt with lhe case

in lcrms of the said rules and the notifcations issued in lhe cont(xt

thercof. I{owever, the issue arising presently in relatiott to the district

local candidate reservation did not fall for consideration before the

Division Bench in that case.

42. In P.ANIL KUMAR V/s. THE TEL-ANGANA ST,4TE

POWER GENERATION CORPORATION LIMITED, YIDYUT'I{

SOUDItA. HYDERABAD (Q W.P.No.205a4 of 2017 and llt P (l'lL)

No.l49 of 2017 Dt.18.09.2018, a Diviston Bench of this Court tas

cottsitlering the issue of employment in the Transmission CorPoraliott

of f'alatgana Limited and its dislribution companies. The Division

IJcnch obscrved that it is doubtful whcther appoirlmenl to posls in

tlrcsc organisalions could be elet ated to the sloltts of 4rblic

cmpktvntcnt go',erned by Article l6 of thc Constilutiott and concluclcd
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thal appointmenl to a post or absorption in a post in these

orga,isations coukl not be equated. to an olJice under the State.

43. Applying these principles, rhe post of Junior Plant

Atlenlanl cannot be categorized as a posl in lhe civil services or a

civil post under tlte State or in a local authority. No doubt, the

APGI1NCO qualifies as a State instrumenlality for the purpose of
bringing it within the ambit ofArticle 226 of the Cohstitution, but it
cannot be lost sight o/ that the APGENCO is essentially a corporate

entity and, a! best, it can be called a public sector undertaking-

Emplcyment in its service tltercfore does not fulfil the requirements to

altrac, the Prcsidcntial Order.

44. It ma1 also be notcd llnt Arlicle 37lD of the Constitution

is an erception to the gencral rule that residence cannot be the basis

for prcviding public emplo.vmenl opportunities and has ils roots in the

peculicr circumstanccs that were prevailing in the then State of
Andhrt Pradcsh. ln excrcise of power conlerued by the said Article,

the I'rtsident of lndia promulgated the Presidential Order. However,

the saiC Prcsidential Order has lo be constnrcd striclly and has

application onl), to civil serviccs and/or the holder of a civil post in

the Staie Covernnrcnt or its local authorities- We have already held

that blt no stretch of inagination can the APGENCO, a Government

Conrpatr.y as dcJincd under Seclion 617 of the Companies Act, 1956,

be cons.dered the 'Stale' or a 'local authority'for the purposes of the

Presidential Order. 'l-hat being so. merely because the State

Govcrrutenl tlrcughl it appropriate lo issue a d.irective in the context

of G.O.l4s.No.6l0 datcd 10.!2.1989. which was again linked directty

to the Prcsidcnlial Order. the qucstion of 'observing and

inrylcnrcTling the spit'it ol rlrc l)residcnlial Ordcr' in the APGDNCO

catnot l,c soid to bc a lcgall,v yaiiri ctercise. It is tine Jbr the



W.P-Nos.15597 of 2020
& ba(ch (Total I I Cases)

33

APGENCO to realize its errors in lhis regard and take corrective

measures

45. We need say no more

Cltallenre to the ReEulations:

46- In so lar as the challenge to lhe Regulations is concerned,

v,a.find mcrit in the submission of Sri G.Vidya Sagar, learned senior

counset, that nonc of the said Regulations had application to lhe post

of Junior Plant Attcnddnt in lhe service of the APGENCO at the

rct?\,ant poi t of fime. The subsequent amendment to Regulation 22

adnittcdly had no retrospective effect and is therefore of no

relevancc. At that time, this post was covered by the Service Rules o.f

1948 and v,as not governed by the APSEB Service Regulations.

Rcgulation 22-B specifically mentioned the posts to which it applied

i.e., the cadres o_f Assistant Engineer in the Engineering Service and

Junior Accounts Officcr in the Accounts Service. The said Regulation

was thercfore not applicable to the post of Junior Plant Attendant in

thc APGENCO which did not even find mention in the constilution of

thc senice set out in Part-lll of the APSEB Regulations. Sub-

Rcgulariott 22(i) in the III Schedule lo Part-II also specifrcally

mentioncd cxtension of lhe spirit of the Presidenlial Order to lhe

cadres o[ Sub-Engineer in Engineering Serttice; LDC and Typist in

Accounts Sen'ice; and Office Sub-ordinate in General Service. The

challangt to llegulations 22 and 22-B in Part-ll and Sub-Regulation

22(i) n tlrc lll Schedule to Part-I[ of the APSEB Regulatiotts is

thcrc/brc qithout basis in so far as the subject posts are concerned

attd as tlrc said chaltenge was made only under the assumption lhat

tlrc locol district rcservatiotl in the Notifications dated 05.01.201 1 and
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17.16.201I was based on the said Regulations, there is no necessity

for this Court to consider the validity of the said Regulalions. "

Thus, it ca1 be seen that the issue as to whether Presidential Order is

applicable to the post o[ Junior Lineman which is not a civil post is

already set:led by the Division Bench of this Court in the case of

P.Divya arrd others Vs. M.D., APPGCL, Hyderabad and others

(4 supra). The issue No. t is thus answered in favour of the petitioners

26. As n:gards Issue Nos.2 and 3, this Court finds that this Court by

order dt.30. . I .2022 allowed the amendment petition in I.A.No.2 of 2022

in W.P.No. 25062 of 2022. The learned counsel for the petitioners

submitted that the respondents could not have amended the Regulations

as they are in violation of Articlc l6(2) ol the Constitution of India and

further, it is submitted that the said amendments could not have been

issued under the Electricity (Supply) Act, 1948 since the said Act has

already been repealed under Section 185 otthe electricity Act, 2003 and

the said Act came into force on 10.06.2003. [t is submitted that under

Section 185(:z) olthe Electricity Act, 2003, the existing Regulations are

saved, but it does not emporvcr the Electricity Board to amend the

Regulations rrnder a repcaled Act and therefore, the arnendments have
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no statutory force and are likely to be declared as ultra vires for the

reason that

(i) the amendments were not published in the official Gzette

as required under [aw, i.e., Section 79(c) of the Electricity

(Suppty) Act, 1948; and

(ii) the amendments issued by the I't respondent company are

contrary to Articlc 16(2) read with Article 16(3) of the

Constitution ol India

lt is further subrnitted that the amendments made by the l't respondent

company wcre not placed/laid before the State [€gislature as required

under Section 79(c) of the Electricity (Supply) Act, 1948 and therefore,

the said amendments can be treated as only the executive instructions

and they cannot amend the statutory regulations issued by the erstwhile

APSEB and thcy have no statutory force. [n support of this contention,

he placcd reliance upon the judgments of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in

the cascs ol l{arla Vs. Thc Statc of Rajasthans, B.K.Srinivasan and

5 atR tq5 t sc ,lrt
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others Vs. State of Karnataka and others6, State o[ Maharashtra Vs.

Mayer Hans GeorgcT and Municipal Corporation of Greater

Mumbai vs. Anil Shantaram Khoje and otherst. He further referred

to Article I 6(2) of the Constitution oI India which specificalty prohibits

discrimination based on residence and relied upon the judgment of the

Hon'ble Srrpreme Court in the case of Radhey Shyam Singh and

others Vs. Union of India and otherse. Regulation 22-B is admittedly

amended vi de S.P.O.O.(COM-HRD) Ms.No.M I , dt.26.09.2019 and it is

noticed therefrom, that these amendments are purportedly made in

exercise of the powers conferred under Section 79(c) and (k) of the

Electricity (Supply) Act, 1948 and Amendment-[ thercunder refers to

direct recruitment to the cadres mcntioned tl-rerein and the

discoms/cirr.les under unit of appointment shall be as mentioned therein

and for the g,ost of Junior Lineman, the unit of appointment is Operation

Circle/District and Note (i) thereunder refers to 95%, of the posts for

which, prelbrence shall be given to Discom candidates/District

candidates, as the case may be, and Note (ii) specifies the districts

6 
lrsrzy r scc o: s

'ntR t965 sc 222

'1uorr; ts scc:zo
'1teou I t scc oo = AIR I997 SC 16lo
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falling within the Discom and Amendment-Il gives the meanings of

'District Candidate' and 'Discom Candidate'.

27. Arguments of thc lcarned Stand ins Counsel for the resDondents on lssue

No.2:

Learned Standing Counsel for the respondents, however,

submitted that the Electricity (Supply) Act o[ 1948 is a Central Act

under which the Electricity Board was constituted under Section 5 of the

said Act. It is submitted that Section 79 oI the said Act empowered the

Andhra Pradesh State Electricity Board by Notihcation in the Official

Gazette to make regulations not inconsistent with the Act and the rule

made thereunder to provide (br all or any o[ the matters, namely, (c) the

duties of officers and other employees ol the Board and their salaries,

allowances and other conditions o[ service. He submitted that

subsequently, the A.P. Electricity Reforms Act, 1998 was passed which

provided that subject to Sub-Sections ( I ) and (2) of Section 56 of the

said Act, upon thc establishrnent of the Commission the provisions of

the Indian Electricity Act, l9t0 and the Electricity (Supply) Act, 1948

shall, in so lar as the State is conccrned, be read subject to the

modifications and resen,ations provided thereunder. [t is submitted that
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under the Electricity (Supply) Act, 1948, in respect of the matters

provided irr Sections 5 to I 8, 19, 20, 23 to 27, 37, 40 to 45, 46 to 54, 56

to 69,72 and 75 to 83 of the Electricity (Supply) Act, I948, to the extenr

this Act has made specific provisions, the provisions of the Electricity

(Supply) Act, 1948 shall not apply in the State. Thereflore, according to

him, the pr,rvisions of Section 79 of the Elecrricity (Suppty) Act, 1948

are preserred under the A.P. Electricity Re form Act, 1998. It is

submitted tlat even though Section 185 ol the Electricity Act, 2003

repealed thr, Indian Electricity Act, 1910, the Electricity (Supply) Act,

1948 and, the Electricity Regulatory Commissions Act, t998, Sub-

Section (3) of Section 185 of the Electricity Act, 2001 is saving the

provisions and the provisions of the enactrnents specified in the

Schedule, not inconsistent with the provisions ol the Electricity Act,

2003, shall apply to the States in which such enactments are applicable.

He also referred to the Andhra Pradesh Stare Electricity Board Service

Regulations irnd para 6 thereof which pennitted the Board to adopt its

own classification of service, re-arrange grades, refix responsib ilities

and prescribe minimum educational, technical and other qualifications

as may be corrsidered suitable for making selection and appointrncnts to
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posts in each class of service. It is submitted that it is under these rules

and regulations that the TSSPDCL has drawn the power to frame service

regulations and also make amendments thereto. Thus, according to him,

the earlier regulations are not necessary to be followed in view of the

amendments and power of the respondents to amend the regulations is

traceable to statute. He thus prayed for dismissal of the Writ Petitions on

this ground as well

28. Having regard to the rival contcntions and the material on record

and for ready reference, thc rclevant provisions of the Electricity

(Supply) Act, 1948 are reproduced hereunder

"79. Power to ntake regulations:- '[he Board may by

notification in the o-frcial gazeltc nakc rcgulations nol inconsistent

with this Act and the rule made thcrcunder to provide for all or any of
thc following malters, nanrclv: -

(a)

(b)

(c) the dutics o/ oI/iccrs and otlrcr emplovees ofthe Board and

thcir salarics, allo,uvanccs and olhcr condilions ofservice;

(d)

(c)
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G)

(h) .

(,

(i)

(k) any other matter arising out of the Board's luncliotts rutder

this Act for which it is necessary or erpcdient to ,nakc

regulalions:

Provided thdt regulations under clauses (a), (d) and Q) shall

be malc only with previons approval of the State Govenmrcnt and

regulations under clauses (h) and (i) shall bc nadc v-ith thc

concw rence of the Authority. "

"79-A. Laying of ttotification belore the State Legislature:-

Every notifcation issued under Section 55 b.v thc Stalc gorcrnment

under Section 78 and every regulation made b1' the Boord under

Section 79, shall be laid, as soon as may be, bc_forc rlrc State

[,egislolure- "

The A.P. Electricity Reform Act, 1998

"56. Effect of the Act on the lndian Electricity Acr, l9l(l and

the Ele,rricity (Supply) Act, 1948:-

1)

0)

(2)



W.P.Nos.l5597 of 2020
& batch (Total 3l Cases)

4t

(3) Subject to sub-sections (l) and (2) of this section upon the

estdblishment of the Commission the provisions of the

Indian Electricity Act, 19l0 and the Electricity (Supply)

Act, 1948 shatl in so far as the State is concerned, shall be

read subject to the lollowing nodifrcations and

reservations.

INDIAN ELECTRICITY ACT, 19IO

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iu)

ELECTRICITY (SUPPLY) ACT, 1948

(r)

In respect of matlers provitled in Sections 5 to 18, 19,

20, 23 to 27, 37,4(t to 45. 46 to 54, 56 to 69. 72 and 75

to 83 of the Electricity (Supply) Act. 1948, to the extent

this Acl has made specifi.c prot,isions, the provisions of
the Electricity (Suppl-y) Act. 1948 shall not apply in the

State. "

The Electricity Act, 2003

"185. Repeal and saving,- (l) krvc as othcrwisc Jtrovided in

this Act. the Indian Elcctricitv Act. l9l0 (9 o/ l9l()1. thc Electricity

(t,
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(Supply) Act, 1948 (5a of 1948) and the Electricity Regulatory

Comnissions Act, 1998 (14 of 1998) are hereby repealed.

(2)

(a)

(b) ....

(c) .... ..

(d)

(e)

(3) The provisions of the enactments specified in the Schcdule.

not in:onsistent with the provisions of this Act, shall apply to thc

States ;n which such enactmenls are applicable-"

Andhra Pradesh State Electricity Board Service

Regulations

"6. The Board may adopt its own classification of sen'icc. rc-

arrangc grade, refix responsibilities and prescribe minimunt

cducalicnal, technical and other qualifcations as may be corcidcred

suitabl( -[or making selection and appointments lo posls in each class

of sen'i':e. "

29. Howevcr, as rightly pointed out by the learned cotrnscl lor the

petitioncrs, it is noticed that the impugned amendment is made in

exercise of the powers conferred under Section 79(c) and (k) ol thc
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Electricity (Supply) Act, 1948. It is noticed that the Electricity (Supply)

Act, 1948 has been repealed by the Electricity Act,2003 and Section

185 of the Electricity Act, 2003 is the saving clause under which all the

amendments to such Regulations made prior to the amendments are

saved. Subsequent thereto, if the amendments were to be made, they

were to be made only under Section 185(2) of the Electricity Act,2003

as is done by the respondent authorities while issuing the amendments to

Regulation 22 of the APSEB Service Regulations Part-[[ and Regulation

2 of APSEB Regulations Part-ltl vicle T.G.O.O,

No.202/CCM(HR)/2015 dated 27.08.2015 and also amendment to

Regulation 22 of APSEB Service Regulations Part-ll as adopted by

-ISTRANSCO vide TOO (CGM-HRD-Per) Ms.No. 174 dt.09.09.20 15

Further, as rightly pointed out by the learned counsel lor the petitioners,

S.P.O.O.(CHM-HRD) Ms.No.Ml, dt.26.09.20[9 cannot become a

regulation unless and until it is approved by the government and it is

published in the Ofhcial Gazette. [t is not the case of the respondents

that such publication is not necessary. Further, it is noticed that the

Notification under challenge is dated 28.09.2019 and the

S.P.O.O.(CI{M-HRD) Ms.No.Ml, dr.26.09.20 l9 is issued just two days
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prior to the Notification. Therefore, it cannot be expected that the

candidates would be aware of the said S.P.O.O.(CHM-HRD)

Ms.No.Ml dt.26.09.2019 without it being published in the Offrcial

Gazette. For this reason also, the amended Regulations applying the

reservation of 95%' of the posts to the local candidates of respective

Discom anJ District, as the case may be, cannot be considered as

statutory anrcndnrent.

30: Further, the earlier amendments after the repeal of the Electricity

(Supply) Ar:t, [948 by the Electricity Act, 2003 are all in respect o[

Operation ard Maintenance Service and were in respect of Junior Plant

Attendants, f)ozcr Operators, Junior Lab Assistants and its equivalent

and below cadres. The Hon'ble Division Bench in the case of P.Divya

and others Vs. M.D., APPGCL, llyderabad and others (4 supra) has

also brought out the history of the rules and regulations and has

observed that by Menro dt.23.10.1994, the erstwhile Board approved the

re-deslgnation ol thc post of helper in the O&M/Construction

Establishn'rerLt and thereby, tn Operation Circles/TLClConstruction

Circles, the post ol' [ [elpcr was re-designated as Junior Linetnan while in

Gencration S tat ions/['rojccts, the post of Helper was re-dcsignated as
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Junior Plant Attendant and also that vide lettet dt.24.04.2007, the

Principal Secretary to Government, Public Enterprises (III) Department,

Government of Andhra Pradesh addressed to APGENCO had stated that

the 'spirit of the Presidential Order' could be observed while making

direct recruitment in the local cadre appointments to officers under the

public sector undertakings and thereupon, the APGENCO issued

G.O.O.No. 186/CGM(A)/2007 dt.05.07.2007 srating thar afrer duty

examining the matter at the Board level and upon carelul consideration,

thc APGENCO had decided to implement the 'spirit olthe presidentiat

Order' while making direct recruitment in the local cadre appointrnents

in APGENCO and in the Operation and Maintenance Department olthe

APGENCO, amongst various other posts, the post of Junior Plant

Attendant was also mentioned stating that it shoutd be treated as a

district cadre post and the level of operation should be at the station

level. l'his letter has been approved by the Govemment and it was on

the strength of these communications that the APGENCO issued

G.O-O.No. I 86 dt.05.07.2007 and subsequently G.O.O.No.276lJS(Per)/

2008 d1.02.09.2008. Thus, it is noticed that whenever there is an

amendrnent to the Scrvice Regulations, they have been arnended by
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issuance of G.O. and under Section 5 of the General Clauses Act, 1897,

G.Os. are required to be published in the Official Gazette in order to

attain statu tory authority. For this proposition, this Court draws the

support from the judgments o[ the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the cases

of Harla Ys. The State of Rajasthan (5 supra), B.K.Srinivasan and

others Vs. State of Karnataka and others (6 supra), Municipal

Corporation of Greater Mumbai Vs. Anil Shantaram Khoj e and

others (8 supra) and Jitendcr Singh Rangta and others Vs. State of

Himachal Pradesh and othersto. The relevant paras are reproduced

hereunder for ready reference:

Harla Vs. The Statc of Rajasthan (5 supra):

"6. The only other fact of consequence is that on 19-5-1938 S.l,

Jaipur opium Act. was amended by the addition of sub-s. (c) which

ran a: follows:

"(c) I' shall comc into.fbrcc from l-9-1924."

The cffence .lor rhich thc appellant was convicted took place on

8- t0-,'948.

ro 2020 3 ShinrLC l7l0 . l0l0 0 Suprcnrc(t{P) 365
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8. We do not know what laws were operative in Jaipur regarding the

coming into force of an enactment in that State. lrye were not shown

any, nor was our attention drawn lo any castom which could be said

lo govern the matter. In the absence of any special law or custom, we

are of opinion that it would be against the principles of natural justice

to permit the subjects ofa State to be punished or penalised by laws of
which they had no lotowledge and of which they could not even with

the exercise of reasonable diligence have acquired dny knou)ledge.

Natural justice requires that before the law can become operative it

must be promulgated or published- It must be broadcast in some

recognisable u.'ay so that all men may lotow what it is; or at lhe very

leasl. therc musl be some special rule or regulation or customary

channel bv or tltrough which such knowledge can be acquired with the

exercisc ol duc and reasonable diligence. The thought that a decision

rcaclrcd in the secret recesses ofa chamber to which the public have

no access and to which even their accredited representalives have no

access and of which they can normally lotow nothing, can nevertheless

a.ffbct their lives, liberty and property by the mere passing ef a

Resolution withoul anything more is abhorrent to civilised man. lt

shocks his conscience. In the absence therefore of any law,, rule,

rcgulatiott or custom, we hold that a law cannot come into being in

this wa),. Promulgation or publtcation of some reasonable sorl is

cssctiial.

B.K.Srinivasan and others Vs. State of Karnataka and others
(6 supra):

" 15. l'lrcre can be no doubt about the proposilion that wircre a

lav'. thathcr porliamentary or subordinate, demands conpliance,

those thot or<, govcrned must be notified directly and reliably o/ the

lat uurl all clnnges and additions made to it b-y various proccsscs.
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Whether law is viewed from the standpoinl of the "conscientious good

man" seeking to abide by the law or from the stdndpoint of Jusrice

Holmes's "unconscientious bad man" seeking to avoid the law, law

must be known, that is to say, it must be so made that it can be taown.

We know that delegated or subordinate legislation is all-pervasive

and that there is hardly any field of activity where governance by

delegated or subordinate legislalive powers is not as important { not

more important, lhan governance by parliamentary legislalion- But

unliht parliamentary legislation which is publicly made, delegated or

subordinate legislation is often made unobtrusively in the chambers of
a Mi ster, a Secretary to the Government or other oficial dignitary.

It is, ,herefore, necessary that subordinalc legislation, in order lo take

efect must be published or promulgated in some suitsble manner,

whetl,er such publication or promulgation is prescribed by the parenl

slatut2 or not. It w,ill then take qfect from the date ofsuch publicalion

or ptomulgation- Where the porenl slalute prescribes the mode of
publi<:ation or promulgation tlnt mode must be followed. Where the

parent slatule is silent, but thc subordinale legislation itself prescribes

the nnnner of publication, such a mode of publication may be

sufic,ent, if reasonable. II thc subordinate legislation does not

prescribe the mode ef publication or i,[ the subordinate legislation

prescribes a plainly wtreasonable mode of publication, tt will take

efrecl only when it is published through the customarily recognised

o/rtcit't channel. namcly, the Olficial Gazette or some other

reasoitable mode ol publication. T'here may be subordinate legislation

which is conccrned u'ith a.fcu'indit,iduals or is confined to small local

areas. In such cases pubticaliot or pronrulgation by other mean.s may

be surficient [Naravana llcdd.t,r'. State ol A.P., (1969) I Andh WR

77J."
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Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai Vs. Anil
Shantaram Khoje and others (8 supra):

" 13. It is relevant for us to mention Section 23 of the Bombay

General Clauses Act, 1904, which provides thus:

"23.Publication of orders and notifications in the

Ofrcial Cozette to be deemed to be due publicatiott.-Were,

in any Bombay Act (or Maharashtra Act), or in any rule

passed under any such Act, it is directed that any order,

notirtcation or other matter slrull be notified or published, then

suclt noti.fication or publication shall, unless the enactment or

nrle othcr*,isc provides. be deemed to be duly made d it is

published in thc O/ficial Gazette. "

14. lAe are immcdialely reminded of the observations made

it Rabu t'crghcse v. l)ar Council of Kerala [Babu Verghese v. Bar

Council o/ Kerala. (1999) 3 SCC 422 : (1999) I SCR ll2lJ , when

this Cou was colled u!)on to consider a case under the Advocates

Act. U/hilc doing so. nc applied the principles earlier enunciated

inTavlorv. Taylor fi'avlor v. T'aylor, (1875) LR I Ch D 426J and

in Nazir Altmad v- King Emperor [Nazir Ahmad v. King Emperor,

(1935-36) 6l lA 372 . (tgtq 44 Lt|/ 583 : AIR 1936 PC 253 (2)l . rhe

Court obscncd as .follou,s: (Babu Verghese case [Babu

Verghcsc v. Bar Council of Kerala. (1999) 3 SCC 422 : (1999) I SCR

ll2ll . SCC p. 4-t). para 3l)

" J I. [t is the basic principle of law long settled that if
the nrunncr o/ doing a porlicular act is prescribed under any

statutc. th( act ruusl hc done in that nanfler or not ot all."
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15. In lhis conspeclus we fnd ourselves unable to accepl lhe

position favoured by the High Court in the impugned judgment [Anil

Shantoram Khoje v. Municipal Corpn. of Grearer Mumbai, (2010) 2

Bom C.R I 23 . The extant Rules would beconrc operalive only from the

date o-f its promulgation by publication in the Olficial Gazelte i-c- on

28-4-201t. Promotions made prior to 28-4-2011 under the exlanl

Rules.oromoling Shri Anit Shantaram Khoje (contesting Respondenl

l), Shi B.P. Kolekar (contesting Respondent 5) and Shri P.J. Patil to

the post of Deputy Municipal Conmissioner could nol have been

elfecle,l in the absence of publication of thc exlanl Rules in the

O!ficial Gazette. We nole that Shri Atil Shantaram Khojc and Shri

B.P. Ktlel<nr have already retired Jrom thc post oJ Deputy Municipal

Commtssioner while Shri P.J. Patil who v'as pronu;lcd on 5-7-2010 to

the post of Deputy Municipal Conntissioncr, is still holding the post-

Being mindfut of the fact that thei' promotio and retiral and olher

corceqienlial benefits would be adverselv impacted by our judgment,

we d ect that the promotion eJJccted prktr rc 28-4-2011 and

conseqtrcntial retiral and other bcncfits shtmld not bc altered to llrcir

delriment. "

31. In vierv of the same, the amendments rnade to Regulation 22-B in

Part-II of APSEB Service Regulations by virtue of S.P.O.O.(CGM-

HRD) Ms.Nc,.Ml dt.26.09.2019 cannot be held to have statutory force.

32. Further', the Division Berrch of this Court in the case of

Government of A.P. and others Vs. P.Vcnra Rcddy and others

(3 supra), while considering thc amendmerlts Inadc to the A.P. School
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Education Teachers and other Employees (Abolition of Existing Service

Cadres and Regulation of Recruitment and Conditions of Service) Act,

2005 and the Legislative comperence to do so, has held that the

Government has no power to organise local cadres on its own except on

an order of the President and also organisation of local cadres by the

State on its own amounts to prescription o[ residence in a part of State as

a qualification for public employmenr which is violative of Article l6(2)

of the Constitution o[ lndia and therefore ultra vires the presidential

Order.

33. Another Bench of this Court in rhe case of Dr. N. Ram Gopal

Vs. Executive Officcr, Tirumala Tirupati Devasthanam, Tirupathi

and others (2 supra) has also held that Tirupathi Tirumala Devasthanam

(TTD) being a juristic enriry and being distinct from State or .local

authority', the posts in TTD are not civil posts under local authority and

therefore, the Presidential Order cannot be extended to employees of

TTD under Article 37lD of the Consrirution of India. Similar

observation was made in the casc of Ch.Raji Reddy and others Vs.

APSRTC and another ( [ supra).
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34. Furtt.er, the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Radhey

Shyam Singh and others Vs. Union of India and others (9 supra) has

held that in a recruitment, selection being made zone-wise is in violation

of Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution of [ndia. For the sake of ready

reference, tlre relevant paragraphs are reproduced hereunder:

"8. It is needless to emphasis that thc purpose and object

behina' holding a recruilmenl examination is lo selecl suitablc and

best c('ndidates out of the lot and such an object can onlv Ltc achicted

by maling a common selecl Iisl ofthe successful candidates bclonging

to all the zones. On the other hand ifzone-wise scleclion is made lhen

variou; csndidates who appeared in somc of lhe zones antl secured

more r.tarl<s than those who are selected lront olher zones rould be

deprivad of their selection resulting irtto greol itiustice a d

consequent discriminatton. Thus there can be said lo erisl no nc.xus

between the aforesaid process of zortc-n'ise selcctiott and thc object to

be achrcved, that is, the seleclion of thc bcsl candidalcs- Tful being so

the process of selection as envisaged in paragraph 16 of the

ad.vertisemenl in question and reproduced in llrc earlicr part of this

judgment would lead lo discriminatory results becau-sa hy adopting

the saict process ofzone-wise selection u'ould result itt thc dcvaluation

of merit at the selection examination b1' selectirtg a candidutc having

lesser marks over the meritorious candidatc ttho has sct:urcd ntore

marl$ dnd consequently the rule of equal chatcc .for cqual nrurls

u'ould ,\e violated. Such a process u'ould not onlv be against the

principtes enwtciated in Article l4 and l6o./ thc Cottstittttio lrut it

t'ould alsa result in hearl bw'ning and .fiustratiott .u!!ot!Ss! tlt,-' .t'ttung
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men of the country. The rule of equaliry of opportunity for every

individual in the country is an inalienable part of our constitutional

guarantee and that being so a candidate who secures more marks

than another is definitely entilled to get preference for the job as the

merit must be the test when selecting a candidate for recruitment for
the posts which are advertised. In the present case admittedly the

process of selection as envisaged in paragraph 16 of the

advertisement in question is violative ofArticle 14 and 16of the

Constitution of India as it has been demonstrated from the marks list

of the appellants placed before us at lhe Bar during the course of
arguments that they had secured more marks than those secured by

some of the selected candidates-

9. [n the case of Rajendran Vs- Stote of Madras & Ors.

(1968(2) SCR 786) this Court had struck down the districtwise

distribution of seats for the medical admission as providing for
unitvvise allocation was held to be violativ,e of Article l4 and l6 of the

Constitution on lhe ground thot it might result in candidates of

inferior calibre being sclected in one district and those of supertor

calibre not being selected in another district. Similarly in the case of

Peeriakaruppan I/s State of Tamil Nadu & Ors. (1971 (2) SCR 430)

unit-wise allocation of seats v'as also held to be void and was struck

down as discriminalory. Again in the case of Nidamarti Mahesh

Kumar Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors. (1986 (2) SCC 534) region-

wise scheme adopted by thc State (iovcrnment was held to be void

and struck down by this Court b-v holding that it would result in

denial of equal opportunity and vns tltus t'iokttive o.f Article l4 of the

Constitution- The ratio of thcsc decisiotrs of this Court is fully

attracted to lhe facts of thc present cosc in which the process of

selection on the zonal hasis till also rtsult in denial of equal
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oppo4unity und would be violative ofArticle l4 and we hold

accot dingly.

10. The argument advanced by the learned counsel for the

respc ndents that thts process of zone-wtse setection is in vogue since

1975 and has stood the test of time can not be accepted.for the simple

reasan that it was never challenged by anybody and. was nol

subje:ted to judicial scrutiny at all. If on judicial scrutiny it cannot

stanl the test of reasonableness and conslitutionality il cannot be

allowed to continue and has to be struck down. But we make it clear

that this judgment will have prospective application and wlntever

selections and appointments have so far been made in accordance

with the impugned process of selection shall not be disturbcd on the

basis of this judgment. But in fulure no such seleclion shall be made

on lhe zonal basis If the Government is keen to makc zonc-u'Lsc

selection after allocating some posts for each zone it may makt suclt

schen,e or rules or adopt such process of selection which may ot

clash with the provisions contained in Article 14 and 16o./' thc

Constitulion of India having regard to the guidelines laid dow'n b),

this ('ourt from time to time in various pronounccments. ln thc.facts

and circumstances of the case vre make no order as to costs. Tlrc

appeals and writ petitions are allowed as indicated abovc. "

35. [n riew of the above, it is clear that the respondents could not

have reserved 95%o of the posts to local candidates without applying the

Presidential Order. Admittedly, the Presidential Order is not applicable

to the postri and the respondents are also admitting that they are not

applying t le Presidential Order to these posts. Thelc[brc, the
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respondents also cannot appty the 'spirit ofthe Presidential Order' to the

appointments to be made to these posts. In view of the same,

Regulation 22-B in Part-II of the APSEB Service Regulations as

amended under S.P.O.O.(CGM-HRD) Ms.No.Ml dt.26.09.2019 is held

to be not amended in accordance with law and hence has no statutory

force and hence the respondents are directed to make appointments

without providing any local/district IeveI reservation.

36. The learned Standing Counsel for the respondents has placed

reliance upon the judgment of the Full Bench o[this Court in the case of

Mallesh Korukoru and others Vs. Statc of Tclangana rep. by its

Principal Secretary and othcrstt for the proposition that

administrative action of the State should not be interfered with by the

Courts. He relied on the conclusions o[ the Court at Para 8l as under:

"81. From the above precedential case lav' on all the four
aspecls it is, thus, safe to concludc that:

a) lt is permissible -for thc entplo.ver to.fbrmulatc a scheme to

appoint the sen,iccs of lcntporar.r' antplo_vees wlrcse

dppoinlment w,as irrcgular. but not illcgal. and v'ho haye

rr 2o2o scc onLine TS toTl
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been continuowly worldng for ntore than ten years without

the intervenlion of the Courts;

b) In the process of direct recruitment, it is open to tlrc

employer lo permit temporary employees, and not

governed by the direclions in paragraph 53 of Umadevi, to

compete in regular recruitment, (i) by relaxing age

restriction: and (ii) by assigning weightage lo suclt

service:

c) Il is for the employer to prescribe procedure of sclection

for direct recruitmenl lo public employment:

d) llhile presct'ibing procedure of selection, it is pernissible

.lbr the employer to apPortion marks for lemporan' scrvice.

(seniori4t for waiting /or employment after acquiring

cd ucat io n/professional and technical qual iftcat io ns, agc,

ctc.).

e) Thc scope of judicial review in matters of prcscribing

qualiJications, procedure of seleclion, and method o.[

selection is very limited. The llrit Courl cannot act as

Court of appeal, and cannot determine what quallfications

can be prescribed to hold a post: it cannot prescribc tlrc

procedure of selection to make regular recruitmutt. Onl-v

v'lten tlrcre is palent tllegality in lhe sclcction

procedure/process would the writ Court intcr-fere-"

[rr respect cf these issues, the Full Bench has hetd that it is for thc

employc[ to prcscribe the qualifications required to hold a post and it is

equaiiy for tne crnployer to prescribe the procedurc for selection and to
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recruit eligible and suitable persons for a post. Therefore, according to

him, the Court should not interfere with the selection process adopted by

the respondents in these cases.

37- Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners in W.p.No.17324,

17377, 17478, 17520, 17790 and 178 17 of 2020 has ptaced reliance

upon the judgments of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in rlre cases of, Union

of [ndia and another Vs. International Trading Co. and another12

and Kumari Shrilekha Vidyarthi and others Vs. Statc of U.p. and

otherstr in support of his contention that the basic requirement of

Article l4 of the Constitution is fairness in action by the State, and non-

arbitrariness in essence and the substance is the heartbcat ol- lair play. It

is submitted that actions are amenable, in the panorama of judicial

review only to the extent that the State musr act validly lor a discernible

reason, not whimsically for any ulterior purpose. He submitted that the

scope of judicial review may vary with reference to rhe type o[ matter

involved, but the fact that the action is reviewable, irrespective of the

sphere in which it is exercised, cannot be doubted. t{e thus submitted

'' 1:ool) 5 scc at7
'r1t9or1tscc2t2



W.P,Nos.l5597 of 2020
& batch (Total I I Cascs)

58

that the orcer of the respondents being arbitrary is amenable to judicial

revlew.

38. Having regard to the above contentions, this Court finds that the

Hon'ble Supreme Court while defining the scope and ambit of judicial

review has hetd that every administrative action may not be amenable to

judicial revicw, but the facts and circumstances of the case would

determine u'hether judicial review is permissible or otherwise' [n these

cases beforr this Court, the respondents have applied the 'spirit of the

Presidentiat Order' to the posts which are not civil in nature and

therefore, the action of the respondents cannot be said to be fair and

reasonablc and therefore, judiciat review is permissible in these cases.

Further, this Coun is not dealing with the qualifications or the procedurc

adopted by tlre rcspondents in making the appointments.

39. As rep;ards a query from the Bench as regards the appointments

already madr: pursuant to Notification No.O1/2019, the learned counsel

lor the respondcnts submitted that though 2,500 vacancies were

advertised urrder the said Notification, all the vacancies could not be
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trlled up for want of eligible candidates and in respect o[ eligible

candidates, appointments have already been made

40. [t was also brought to the notice of this Court that during the

pendency of these Writ Petitions, the respondents are also going to issue

a fresh Notification for recruitment of Junior Linemen in 2023 including

the vacancies which were not filled up pursuant to 2019 Notification

Therefore, vide orders dt.17.04.2023 in W.P.No.25 ll0 of 2022 and

batch, this Court had directed the respondents to reserve the number oI

posts equivalent to number of petitioners in these Writ Petitions for the

purpose of appointments of the petitioners herein in case they succeed in

the Writ Petitions before issuing the subsequent Notification. The

learned Senior Counsel appearing for the petitioners also submitted that

though the petitioners are challenging the application of the Presidential

Order and the amendments of the Regulations subsequently making the

reservation, he submitted that the petitioners are not seeking setting

aside o[ the appointments already made but are only seeking

consideration ol their cases for appointment as Junior Lineman without

relerence to their local area in the left over vacancies
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already made in the year 2019 and the successful candidates were not

made parti,:s to these Writ Petitions, this Court is not inclined to set

aside the z.ppointments ol atl the persons appointed pursuant to the

Notificatiorr of 2019. However, in the vacancies that are left over and as

directed b'r this Court, which were reserved for the successful

candidates in these Writ Petitions, the respondents ate directed to

consider th: cases of thc writ petitioners for appointment as Junior

Linemen on the basis of their merit and rule of social reservation subject

to their qualifying in the pole climbing test irrespective of their local

area. [n respect of such candidates, for whom pole climbing test was not

conducted, the rcspondents may now conduct the test within a period of

one month liom the datc ol receipt of a copy of this order and if they

succeed, the r cases also rnay be considered for appointment.

42. w.P.No.25062 otzDtl

W.P.N o.25062 of 2022 has been filed challenging the Notification

No.0312022 dt.09.05.2027 issued lor direct recruitment ol 1000

60

vacancies of Junior [-incuren in l'SSPDCL. It is subrnitted that the said
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Notification has been cancelled by the TSSpDCL vide letter No.79-

Al/2021 dt.25.08.2022. Therefore, this Writ petition has become

infructuous and it is accordingly dismissed.

W.P.Nos.l742E. 17790 .17817. 18048. lE20l. 1E296. IE730. 19079. 21073 and

43. [n view of the above decision of this Court in W.p.Nos. 15597,

rs864, 15888, 16s98, t6682, 16775, t678t, 16883, t7324, r73-t7,

17409, 17478, 17520, 17604, 18051, 18t04, tB45Z, Z3O4B of 2020 and

25062 of 2022, these Writ Petitions, i.e., W.p.Nos.l7428, t77g\, t79fi,

18048, | 8201, 18296, 18730, 19079,2t073 and 2t557 of 2020 are also

disposed o[ directing the respondents to apply the above decision in

W.P.No. 15597 of 2020 and batch and consider the cases o[ rhe

petitioners herein accordingly.

Casewise discussion:

44. w.p.No.15597 of 2o2o

Learned counsel lor the petitioner submitted that the petirioner

could not lurnish Classes I to 3 study certificates and that his place ol

study lalls rvithin Jogulanrba Gadwal District and when he obtaincd the

certificates and tried to produce the same, the same was not accepted by

21557 oI 2020
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the responc ent company and that the respondent company also treated

the petitioner as non-local of Jogulamba Gadwal District and did not

permit him to Pole Climbing Test. It is submitted that subsequently,

pursuant tc, the interim direction o[ this Court dt.21.09-2020, the

petitioner h,rs been allowed to participate in the Pole Climbing Test, but

the results were not announced. According to the petitioner, he was

qualified in the Pole Climbing Test and since he has study certificates of

Classes I tc,3 and studied at Jogulamba Gadwal District, he should be

considered lbr the Junior Lineman Post notified in Notification No.01 of

2019.

45. This rlourt has already held that the Presidential Order will not

apply to the present batch o[cases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule o[ local candidates to the posts ol Junior Linemen. Therefore,

the respondr:nts are directed to consider the certificates produced by the

petitioner with regard to Classes I to 3 and after verification of the

same, if the petitioner is tound to be etigible, he shall be considered for

the Junior L.ineman post incspective of the contention o[ the learned

counsel for the respondents that the post is filted up by the next

candida(e ard that thcrc is rlo vacancy, as at the time of hearing on
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14.02.2023 aad 17.04.2023 in W.p.No.25ll0 of 2022 and batch, the

learned counsel for the respondents submitted that there are sufficient

vacancies which remained unfilled in the Notification of 2019 and

sufficient number o[ posts were directed to be reserved by this Court.

Therefore, the petitioner herein shall be considered against the vacancy

in Notification ol 2019 in the order of his merit. with these directions,

W.P.No. 15597 o12020 is disposed of.

46- w.P.No.l5E64 ot2020

The case oI the petitioner herein is that he was not considered for

further selection process only on the grOund that while filling up the

application, hc had srated thar he had studied in Ranga Reddy District,

whereas as per new Presidential Order, his place of study fell within

Medchal-Malkajgiri District, Therefore, he was held to be eligible to be

considered under 57o quota vacancies in Ranga Reddy District and since

he was not within zone of selection under 5oZ quota, he was not

considered.

47. Vide otder da.17.09.2020, this Court had directed the respondenrs

to conduct Polc Climbing Tcst to the petitioner and according to the
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petitioner, lte was successful in the Pote Climbing Test which was

conducted 0n 30.09.2020 pursuant to the interim directions of this

Court. It is submitted that there are 5 vacancies in BC-E category in

Notification No.Ol of 2019 and therefore, the petitioner should be

considered i r the order of merit.

48. This (lourt has atready held that the Presidential order will not

apply to the present batch ofcases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of :eservations to the tocal candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Therefore, the respondents are dirccted to consider the case of

the petitioner herein against the vacancies available in BC-E category in

Notihcation No.0l of 2019 in the order of his rnerit. W P'No' 15864 of

2020 is accordingly disposed of.

49. W.P.No.1SEEE of 2020

The petitioner herein applied for the post under 95'h quota in

Ranga Redd y District, but at the time oF ccrtillcates verification, it was

found that tlLe petitioner studied Classes 2 to 10 in Mcdchal Malkajgiri

District whi<,h was in the earlier Ranga t{eddy District' The respondent

company cortsidered his case under 570 quota vacancy in Ranga Reddy
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District as non-local on the ground that he is not within the zone of

selection and he was not permitted to participate in the pole Climbing

Test.

50. Vide order dt.17.09.2020, this Court had directed the respondents

to conduct Pote Climbing Test to the petitioner and according to the

petitioner, he has participated and has been successful in the pole

Climbing Test.

51. Learned counsel lor the respondents submitted that the petitioner

belongs to BC-B community and BC-B vacancy in Ranga Reddy

District under 95% quota is now notified as carry forward vacancy in

JLM2023 Notification.

52- Since the said vacancy has not been fitled up in the Notification

No.0l of 20 19, this Court directs the respondents to consider the

petitioner against the vacancy in BC-B category under Notification

No.01 of 2019 in the order o[ his merit. W.P.No.l5888 of 2020 is

accordingly disposed o[.
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53. w.P., \1o.16598 of 2020

The retitioners herein were not allowed to participate in the Pole

Climbing 'lest on the ground that they have not submitted study

certificates of a particular District.

54. By 'rirtue of interim order of this Court d1.25.09.2020, the

petitioners were permitted to participate in the Pote Climbing Test on

30.09.2020

55. Leanred counsel for the respondents submitted that petitioner

Nos.l and.l failed in the Pole Climbing Test and therefore, they are not

eligible for consideration. As regards petitioner No.2, it is submitted that

he has not submitted study certihcates on the date of Pote Climbing

Tesc/certifir:ate verification and in respect of petitioner No.4, the

remarks of the Selection Committee are that he does not belong to

Ranga Re<ldy District and he has not furnished BC community

certificate.

56. Vide orders dt.28.06.2023, on the submission tnade by the leamed

counsel for the petitioners that petitioner Nos. I and ] lailed in the Pole
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Climbing Test, this Court closed this Writ petition i.e., W.p.No.l659g

of 2020 as infructuous as against them, while holding that the Writ

Petition survives in respect of petitioner Nos.2 and 4 only.

57. The contention of petitioner Nos.2 and 4 was that their certificates

were verified, but petitioner No.2 was held to be belonging to Medchal-

Malkajgiri District and not old Ranga Reddy District and in respect of

petitioner No.4, he claimed to be belonging to Mahabubnagar District.

58. Since petitioner Nos.2 and 4 have succeeded in pole Climbing

Test and also claimed to be possessing necessary certificates, in view of

the finding of this Court that rhe Presidential Order will not apply to the

present batch of cases and that the respondents cannot apply the rule of

reservation to local candidates to the posts oIJunior Linemen, this Court

directs the respondents to consider the certificates submitted by

petitioner Nos.2 and 4 and if they are orherwise eligible, their case shall

be considered in the vacancies o[Notification No.01.2019 dt.Z8.O9.2Ol9

which have been carried forward but reserved in the Notifrcation of

2023 by virlue of the interim orders o[ this Court dt.14.02.2023 and

17.04.2023 in W.P.No.25l I0 of 2022 and batch, in the order of their
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merlt W.P.No.16598 of 2020 is accordingly disposed ol in respect of

petitioner Nos.2 and 4.

59. W.P.ltlo.l6682 of 2020

In thi; Writ Petition, all the three petitioners were nof permitted to

appear for the Pole Climbing Test on the ground that they do not belong

to local cac.re as per their study certificates. By virtue of the interim

order granted by this Court dt.28.09.2020, the petitioners were permitted

to the Pole rllimbing Test conducted on 30.09.2020, but petitioncr No-3

tailed in the Test and therefore, he is not eligible for consideration-

60. As regards petitioner Nos .I and 2, both belong to SC category and

learned cotLnsel for the respondents submitted that SC vacancy in

Mahabubnagar District under 95% quota is now notified as carry

[orward vaoancy in JLM 2023 Notihcation. By virtue of the interim

order o[ thir; Court dt.17.04.2023, the unfitled posts oI JLM notified in

Notification No.0l/2019 dt.28.09.2019 were directed to be reserved

The respon<lents are directed to consider petitioner Nos. I and 2 herein in

the vacancir:s reserved ia 2019 Notification in the order of their rnerit

W.P.No. 16(,82 of 2020 is accordingly disposed ol in respcct o[
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petitioner Nos.l and 2 and it is dismissed in respect of petitioner No.3.

No order as to costs.

61. w.P.No.t6775 of 2o2o

The petitioner herein claimed under 957o quota of Nalgonda

Circle, whereas he was found to be belonging to new District Suryapet.

As per the interim order of this court dt.29.09.2020, the petitioner was

permitted to participate in the Pole Climbing Test and he was successful

in the Test. However, according to the learned counsel for the

respondents, there are no vacancies in ST category in Nalgonda District.

ln view of the finding of this Court thar rhe Presidential Order will not

apply to the present batch ofcases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reservation to the local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen, the petitioner is eligible to be considered and the respondents

are directed to consider the case o[ the petitioner herein against the

un[rlled vacancies of JLM in 2019 Notification in rhe order of his merit.

W.P.No. I6775 of 2020 is accordingly disposed o[. No order as to costs.
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62. w.P.t\to.1678l of 2o2o

The petitioners herein have applied under 957o quota of

Mahabubna.3ar Circle, whereas, petitioner Nos.1, 2 and 4 were found to

have studied in Ranga Reddy District and petitioner No'3 studied

Classes I to 7 in Ranga Reddy District, but did not submit his SSC

original certiFrcate. Petitioner Nos. l, 2 and 3 belong to BC-A

community ;rnd petitioner No.4 belongs to SC community

63. Learn:d counsel lor the respondents subrnitted that all the BC-A

vacancies in Mahabubnagar District are filled up and SC vacancy in

Mahabubna6,ar under 95olo quota is now notified as carry lorward

vacancy in J -M 2023 Notification.

64. Since the petitioners have been found successful in the Pole

Ctimbing Tr:st and in view of the finding of this Court that the

Presidential ,lrder wil1 not apply to the present batch of cases and that

the respondcnts cannot apply the rule of reservation to local candidates

to the posts of Junior Linemen, the respondents are directed to consider

the cases oI pctitioner Nos. I to 4 against the unfilled vacancics ol20 t9

caried lorwirrd in JLM 2023 Notification in the order of their rucrit-
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Petitioner No.4 shall however, be considered for appointment only if he

furnishes the original copy of his SCC cerrificate. W.p.No. 167gI of

2020 is accordingly disposed of. No order as to costs.

65. w.p.No.l6 883 of 2020

The petitioner herein had applied for Mahabubnagar Circle under

95o/o quota, but on the ground that he had studied Classes I to 7 in

Narayanpet District (which fell in old Mahabubnagar District), he was

held to be not eligible for consideration under Mahabubnagar Circle.

66. This Court has already held that the presidential Order will not

apply to the present batch ofcases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reservation to local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Therefore, if the petitioner has not been permitted ro the pole

Climbing Test, he shall now be permitted ro appear ro rhe pole Climbing

Test and if he is found successful therein, then he shail be considered

against the vacancy available in ST category which was available under

Mahabubnagar District now notified as carry for.war-d vacancy in JLM

2023 Notification, in the order o[ his merit. W.P.No. 1688i ol 2020 is

accordingly disposed of. No order as to costs.
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67. W.P.trlos.17324 and 17377 of 2020

The lretitioner in W.P.No.t7324 of 2020 had applied for 95o/o

quota for Mahabubnagar District, whereas he was found to have studied

in new Rarga Reddy District, which was within old Mahabubnagar

District. Sirce he was not within zone of selection under 5olo quota

vacancy in lvlahabubnagar District, he was not considered. By virtue of

interim order dt.05.10.2020 of this Court, the petitioner was permitted to

appear for I'ole Climbing Test and he was successful therein. It is

submitted bl, thc lcarned counsel for the respondents that there are no

vacancies in Mahabubnagar District

68. [n the case ol W.P.No. 17377 of 2020, the petitioner had apptied

for Narayan pet District under 95olo quota, but as per his study

certificates, re studied Classes I to 7 in Mahabubnagar District and

therefore, he was lound to be eligible to be considered under 5V6 quota

ln Narayanpet. Sincc he was not coming within the zone of

consideratior for selection, he was not permitted. However, by virtue of

the interiur order dt.0-5.10.2020, he was permitted to participatc in the

Pole Cllimbing Test and lre was successful therein. Learned counsel fbr
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the petitioners submitted that there was no vacancy avairabre in

Mahabubnagar Distrisct.

69- This court has already held that the presidentiar order will not

apply to the present batch of cases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reservation to local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Since the petitioners in these cases have been succcsstul in the

Pole climbing Test, this court deems it appropriate to direct the

respondents to consider the cases of the petitioners against the unfilled

vacancies of 2019 Notification available in JLM 2023 Notification

against their respective categories in the order of their merit.

70. W.l'.No. 17377 of 2020 is accordingly disposed o[. No order as ro

costs

7l- I{aving regard to the fact that the Notification No.0312022

dt.09 -05 -2022 issued for direct recruitment of t000 vacancies of Junior

Linenren in TSSPDCL has been cancelled by the TSSpDCL vide letter

No.79-Al/2021 dt.25.08.2022 and the amended prayer in

W.P.No.25062 of 2022 has become infructuous and it is accordingly

disrnisscd, tlrc amended prayer in w.p.No. 17324 of 2020 only in rcspcct
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of challengt: to the Notification No.03 of 2022 dt'09'05'2022 is atso

dismissed a:i infructuous. The rest of the prayer in W'P'No'17324 of

2020 is sustlined. Accordingly, W.P.No-17324 of 2020 is disposed o['

No order as .o costs.

72. w.P.N .17409 o 2020

Inthiscase'thepetitionerhadappliedforNalgondaDistrictunder

95o/o quota, whereas he was found to have studied in Yadadri District

and the place ol his study fett within old Nalgonda District. Since he

was not within zone o[ selection under 5%o quota l,acancy in Nalgonda

District, he rras not considered. By virtue of interim order dt'06' 10'2020

of this Courr , the petitioner was permitted to appear for Pole Ctimbing

Test and he was successlul therein. It is submitted by the learned

counsel for the tespondents that there are no vacancies in Nalgonda

District.

73. This oourt has already hetd that the Presidential order will not

apply to the ;tresent batch oi cascs and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reservation to local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Sircc thc pctitioncr he rein has been successful in t[-re Pole
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Climbing Test, this court deems it appropriate to direct the respondents

to consider the case of the petitioner against the vacancy available in

Nalgonda District in BC-E category in JLM 2023 Notification in the

order his merit. W.P.No.17409 of 2020 is accordingly disposed of. No

order as to costs.

74. w.p.No.I7428 of 2020

ln this case, the petitioner claims to be belonging to Narayanpet

District, i.e., new Narayanpet District carved out [rom earlier

Mahabubnagar D istrict. It is submitted that the petitioner had chosen

Narayanpct as his local District though he belongs to Mahabubnagar

local District as pcr his study certificates and as per earlier presidential

Order and the pctitioner has chosen Mahabubnagar Circle/District as his

prelerence lor 5%o open quota posts, but the faulty software provided by

the respondents has considered his claim only agalnst 5%o open posts

making his local District claim as redundant and therefore, the petitioner

made a reprcsentation on 04.06.2020 to respondents I and 2 while

enclosing bonallde certificates and requested them to change his local

Circle as Narayanpet, but there was no response from respondents I and

2. According to tlrc lcarned counsel for the respondents, the petitioncr
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had applied against 5%o quota and since he was not in the zone of

selection unCer 5% quota vacancies, he was not considered' By virtue of

interim order dt.06. 10.2020 ol this Court, the petitioner was pennitted to

appear for Pote Climbing Test and he was successful therein'

75. In vie w o[ the direction o[ this Court that the Presidential Order

will not aplrly to the present batch o[ cases and that the respondents

cannot appl'i the rule of reservation to local candidates to the posts of

Junior Linernen, the respondents are directed to consider the case of the

petitioner ap,ainst the vacancy available in BC-B category in JLM 2023

Notification in the order ol his rnetit. W.P.No.l7428 of 2020 is

accordingly disposed o[. No order as to costs.

76. w.P.No 17478 ot 2020

In thir, case, the petitioner had applied for Nalgonda District under

95% quota, whereas he was found to have studied in Yadadri District

and the ptace of his study tell within old Nalgonda District' Since he

was not within zone of selection under 57o quota vacancy in Nalgonda

District, he rvas not considered. By virtue of interim order dt.06- 10.2020

of this Cour:, the petitioner rvas pcrmitted to appear for Pole Climbing
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Test and he was successful therein. It is submitted by the learned

counsel for the respondents that there are no vacancies in Nalgonda

District.

77. This Court has already held that the Presidential Order will not

apply to the present batch ofcases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rulc ol rcservation to local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Since the petitioner herein has been successful in the Pole

Climbing Test, this Court deems it appropriate to direct the respondents

to consider the case of the petitioner against the vacancy available in SC

category in JLM 2021 Notihcation in the order o[ his merit.

W.P.No.11418 oI'2020 is accordingly disposed of. No order as ro costs.

78. w.P.No.t752o of 2o2o

The petitioner herein had applied for Mahabubnagar District

under 957o quota, but on the ground that he had studied Classes I to 4 in

Vikarabad District, his case was considered against 5%o quota in

Mahabubnagar District. By virtue of interim order dt.06. 10.2020 of this

Court, the petitioncr was pennitted to appear for Pole Climbing Test and

he was succcss(ul thcrcin
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79. This Court has already held that the Presidential Order will not

apply to the present batch ofcases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule ol' reservation to local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. S nce the petitioner was successful in the Pole Climbing Test,

he shall be considered against the vacancy available in SC category in

2019 Notifi:ation which is available under Mahabubnagar District now

notifred as carry forward vacancy in JLM 2023 Notifrcation, in the order

of his merit. W.P.No. 17520 of 2020 is accordingly disposed of. No

order as to costs.

80. w.P.N o.17ffi4 o12020

The ;letitioner herein had applied for Mahabubnagar District

under 95%o (luota, but on the ground that he had studied Classes I to 4 in

Vikarabad .)istrict, his case was considered against 50% quota in

Mahabubnallar District. By virtue oI interim order dt.07.10.2020 of this

Court, the pt:titioner was permitted to appear for Pole Ctimbing Test and

he was succt:ssful therein

81. This Oourt has already held that the Presidential Order will not

apply to the rresent batch olcascs arrd that the respondents cannot apply
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the rule of reservation to local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Since the petitioner was successful in the pole climbing Test,

he shall be considered against the vacancy available in BC_B category

which was available under Mahabubnagar District in 20I gNotifiscation

and now notified as carry lorward vacancy in JLM 2023 Notification, in

the order of his merit. W.P.No. 17604 of 2020 is accordingly disposed

of. No order as to costs.

82. W.P.Nos.l7790 17817 1804E of 2020

The petitioner in W.P.No. 1i790 of 2020 claims to be local of

Siddipet and he studied in the erstwhile Karimnagar District, but he had

applied for Siddipet Circle under SC category. The respondents have

considered him under 5oA quoLa in Siddipet Circle as his place of study

falls in new Karimnagar District. By virtue of interim order

dt.13.10.2020 of this Court, rhe petirioner was permitted to appear for

Pole Climbing Test and he was successful therein. It is submitted by the

leamed counsel lor thc respondcnts that the petitioner was not in the

zone of selection as he secured lcss marks than the last candidate

selected under 57o quota.
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83. In the case of W.P.No. t 78 17 of 2020, petitioner Nos' [ , 2, 3 and 5

claim to hirve studied in Jogulamba Gadwal District, Narayanpet

District, Na;garkurnool District and Wanaparthy District respectively,

which Districts fall in erstwhile Mahabubnagar District; Petitioner No.4

claims to he.ve studied in Nalgonda District and his candidature falls

under Nalgonda Circle; and according to petitioner No'6, he studied in

Siddipet District which falls under erstwhile Karimnagar District. They

all applied f<tr 95%o quota posts against their respective Districts, but the

respondents have considered their cases under 57o quota' By virtue of

interim ordel dt.08.10.2020 of this Court, the pctitioners were permitted

to appear for Pole-Climbing Test and they were succcss[ul therein' [t is

submitted by the tearned counsel flor thc respondcnts that the petitioners

were not in the zone of selectlon under 57o quota vacancies in the

Districts/Cir<,les to which they apptied.

84. The pe titioner in W.P.No.l8048 of 2020 had appticd for Suryapet

District under 95% quota, but as per his study certificates, he studied

Classes t to 7 in Khammam District and therefore, hc was found to be

etigible to be considered under 57o quota in Khammartr District. Since
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he was not coming within the zone of selection under BC-D cartegory,

he was not permitted. However, by virtue of the interim order

dt.12.10.2020, he was permitted to participate in the pole Climbing Test

and he was successful therein. It is submitted by the learned counsel for

the respondents that the petitioner was not in the zone of selection as he

secured less marks than the last candidate selected under 5oZ quota.

85. This court has already held that the presidentiar order wifl not

apply to the present batch o[cases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reservation to local candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Since the petitioners i. these cases have been successful in the

Pole Climbing Test, this Courr dcems it appropriate to direct the

respondents to consider the cases of the petitioners against the vacancies

available in JLM 20 l9 Notification which have been carried forward in

JLM 2023 Notification against their respective categories, in the order

of their merit. W.P.Nos.t7790, t78 l7 and 18048 of 2020 are

accordingly disposed oL No order as to costs.

86. w.P.No.t8o5l of 2o2o
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The petitioner No.l herein applied for Nalgonda Circle under

95% quota, but he was found to have studied Classes I to 7 in Suryapet

District and petitioner No.2 studied Classes t to 7 in Nagarkurnool

District and petitioner No.3 studied Classes I to 7 in Ranga Reddy

District, but they applied for Mahabubnagar District under 95%o quota'

Petitioner lros.l and 2 belong to SC community and petitioner No'3

belongs to SI community.

87. Leam:d counsel for the respondents submitted that there is no

vacancy in l,lalgonda District and one SC vacancy and onc ST vacancy

in Mahabub nagar District under 95% quota are now notified as carry

[orward vactLncies in JLM 2023 Notification-

88. Since the petitioners have been found successful in the Pole

Climbing T,:st and in view of the finding of this Court that the

Presidential Jrder will not apply to the present batch oi cases and that

the respondcnts cannot apply the rule of reservation to [ocal candidates

to the posts o[Junior Linemen, the respondents are directcd to consider

thc case of petitioner Nos. I to 3 herein against the vacatrcies oi 20t9

Notitication ;arried forward to JLM 2023 Notif,rcation. in thc orclcr of
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their merit. W.P.No. 1805 I of 2020 is accordingly disposed of. No order

as to costs.

89. w.P.No.l8to4 of 2o2o

ln this case, the petitioner had applied for Mahabubnagar District

under 95olo quota, whereas he was found to have studied Classes I to 7

in Narayanpet District and the place of his study fell within old

Mahabubnagar District. Since he was not within zone oI selection under

5%o quota vacancy in Mahabubnagar District, he was not considered. By

virtue of interim order dt. 13.10.2020 of this Courr, the peritioner was

permitted to appear for Pole Climbing Tcst and he was successful

therein. It is submitted by the learned counsel lor thc respondents that

there are no vacancies in Mahabubnagar District.

90. This Court has already held that the Presidential Oider will not

apply to the present batch ofcases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reservation to loca I cand idatcs to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Since the petitioner herein has been successlul in the Pole

Climbing Test, this Court deems it appropriatc ro direct the respondents

to consider the case of the petitioncr against thc vacancy available in
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Mahabubna;3ar District in BC-D category in JLM 2019 Notification, in

the order ot his merit. W.P.No.18104 of 2020 is accordingly disposed

of. No order as to costs.

91. W.P.Nos.lE20l and 18296 of 2020

The petitioner in W.P.No.l8201 of 2020 claims to be local o[

Suryapet an,l hc studied in Bhadradri-Kothagudem District, but he had

applied lor liuryapet Circle under BC-E category. The respondents have

considered lim under 5% quota in Suryapet Circle. By virtue of interim

order dt. 19. I 0.2020 of this Court, the petitioner was perrnitted to appear

for Pote Clirnbing Test and he was successful therein. lt is subrnined by

the learncd counsel for the respondents that the petitioner was not in the

zonc o[ sel:ction as he secured less marks than the last candidate

selccted und,:r 57o quota.

92. Petitioner Nos. I to 3 in W.P.No.l8296 of 2020 belong to SC

comrnunity. Petitioner No.1 applied for Medchal-Malkjgiri District, but

ctaims to hirvc studied in Jangoan District; petitioner Nos.2 and 3

applied lor llyderabad District, but claim to have studied in Kharnmarrr

and Suryapct Districts respectively. They alt applied lor 957o quota
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posts against their respective Districts, but the respondents have

considered their cases under 502 quota. By virtue of interim order

dt-lg.lO.2O2O of this Court, the petitioners were permitted to appear for

Pole climbing Test and they were successful therein. It is submitted by

the learned counsel for the respondents that the petitioners were not in

the zone of selection under 5%6 quota vacancies in the Districts/circres

to which they applied.

93- This court has already held that the presidentiar order wirt not

appty to the present batch of cases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reservation to local candidates to the posts o[ Junior

Linemen. Since the petitioners in these cases have been successfur in the

Pole Ctimbing Test, this Court deems it appropriate to direct the

respondents to consider the cases of the petitioners against the vacancies

available in JLM 2019 Notification whlch have been carried forward in

ILM 2023 Notification against their respective caregories, in the order
i

o[ their merit. w.P.Nos.r820r and 1g296 of 2020 are accordingly

disposed of. No order as to costs.
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94. W.P.Nos.18730 . 19079 .21073 and 2 1557 o12020

In W.P.No.t8730 of 2020, petitioner No'I claims to be loca[ of

vikarabad t)istrict and he studied in the erstwhile Ranga Reddy District,

but he had applied tor Sangareddy District under BC-D category' The

respondents have considered him under 5%o quota in Sangareddy

District. Petitioner No.2 claims to have studied in Medak District and

had applied lor Medak District under ST category' The respondents

have considered him under 57o quota in Medak District' Petitioner No'3

claims to have studied in Achampet which falls in erstwhile

Mahabubnagar District and presently in Nagarkurnool District' He

apptied for Nagarkurnool District under BC-A category' By virtue of

'n,".i* 6rdr:r dt.21.10.2020 of this court, the petitioners were permitted

to appear for Pole Climbing Test and they were successful therein' It is

submittedLythelearnedcounselfortherespondentsthatthepetitioners

were not in the zone of selection as they secured less marks than the last

candidates ielected under 5%o quota in the respective Districts'

95.[nthecaseofW.P.No.lg0Tgof2020,thepetitionerclaimsto

havc studi,:d Classcs 2 and 3 in Nagarkurnool, Classes 4 to 6 in
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Telkapatly village in the erstwhile Mahabubnagar Districr. I{e appried

for Nagarkurnool District under 95% quota, but the respondents have

considered his case under 5oZ quota. By virtue of interim order

dt.02.11.2020 of this Court, the petitioner was permitted ro appear for

Pole Climbing Test and he was successful therein. It is submitted by the

learned counsel for the respondents that the petitioner was not in the

zone o[ selection as he secured less marks than the last candidate

selected under 5oZ quota.

96. The petitioner in W.P.No.2l073 of 2020 had, apptied for

Nagarkumoo[ District under 95oh quota in BC-B caregory, bur as per his

study certificates, he studied Classes I to 6 in Nalgonda District and

therefore, he was found to be eligible to be considered under 5yo quota

in Nagarkurnool District. Later he was permitted to participate in the

Pole Climbing Test and he was successful therein. It is submitted by the

learned counsel for the respondents that the petitioner was not in the

zone ol selection as he secured less marks than the last candidate

selected under 50% quota.
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97. The petitioner tn W.P.No.21557 of |2020 had applied for

Medchal-Malkajgiri District under 95o/o quota in BC-B category, but as

per his stuCy certificates, he studied Classes l to 7 in erstwhile

Karimnagar District and therefore, he was found to be eligible to be

considered rrnder 5%o quota in Medchal-Malkajgiri District. Later he was

permitted to participate in the Pole Climbing Test and he was successful

therein. It is submitted by the learned counsel for the respondents that

the petitiont:r was not in the zone of selection as he secured less marks

than the last candidate selected under 50% quota-

98. This rlourt has already hetd that the Presidential Order will not

apply to the present batch olcases and that the respondents cannot apply

the rule of reseruation to [oca[ candidates to the posts of Junior

Linemen. Since the petitioners in these cases have been successful in the

Pote Climbing Test, this Court deems it appropriate to direct the

respondents to consider the cases o[ the petitioners against the vacancies

availabte in JLM 2019 Notihcation which have been carried forward in

JLM 2023 lrlotification against their respective categories, in the order
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of their merir. w.P.Nos.r8730, rg07g,2roi3 and zr5s7 of 2020 are

accordingly disposed of. No order as to costs.

99. W.P.Nos.18452 and 23048 of 2020

In these matters, the petitioners were eligible and have

participated in the written examination conducted on 15. l2.z0lg

pursuant to rhe Notification No.ol/2019 dt.2g.09.2019. The peritioners

were called lor certificates verification and pole climbing Test.

However, rhe peritioners in w.p.No.2304g of 2020 courd submit the

latest Non-creamy Layer certificate, sSC Memo, Residence Certificare

and Duplicarc SSC Memo and the petitioners in w.p.No. lg4 52 of 2020

could not subrnit the latest original bonafide certificates/residence

certificates. Thcrefore, the petitioners were not permitted to participate

in the Pole climbing Test. The petitioners submitted that due to covid-

l9 lockdown restrictions and Unlock 4.0 restrictions and non-opening of

the schoolsicollegcs, the petitioners could not obtain the necessary

ceftificates and the respondents have not permitted the petitioners to

Pole clirnbing Test. [r is submitted that the petitioners in w.p.No.2304g

of 2020 havc rnadc representations on l8.0g.ZO2O, lj.Og.2O2O,

03.09.2020 and 22.lr0.2020 respectively after obtaining the necessary
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certificates Ibr consideration and the petitioners in W'P'No'18452 of

2020 claims to have approached respondents 3 to 7 and requested them

to permit thr:m to the Pole Ctirnbing Test along with others, but they

were not permitted to do so and they were advised that if they obtain

orders from the Hon,ble High court, they will be permitted to the Pole

climbing Test and therefore, the petitioners in both the cases have come

before this court. The learned counsel for the petitioners relied upon the

orders of th,: Hon'ble Supremc Court dt.08.03 '2021 in the Suo Motu

Writ Petition (Civil) No(s).3 ol 2020, to the effect that period of

limitation in a[[ proceedings shalt stand extended from 15.03.2020 trll

t4.03.2021.

100. The rt:spondents have tilcd counter aFfidavit in W'P'No'18542 of

2020 and no counter affidavit is fited in W.P.No.23048 of 2020'

101. Since the petitioners in thcse writ Petitions could not obtain and

furnish the certificates before the due date and it is stated by the learned

counsel for the respondents that there are vacancies which have not been

hlled so far the respondents are directed to consider the cases of the

petltioners irr W.P.Nos.2J048 and 18452 of 2020 flor verification of their
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certificates in view of, the relaxations given by the Hon,ble Supreme

Court in the above mentioned Suo Motu Writ petition (Civil) No.3 of

2020, dt.08.03.2021 and il the respondents are inclined to verifiz the

certificates and find the ceftificates to be in order, then the respondents

wil[ permit rhe peririoners in w.p.Nos.2304g and 1g452 of 2020 to pole

Ctimbing Test and thereafter consider appointing them as Junior

Linemen in the order or their merit, provided there are vacancies in their

category. W.P.Nos.23048 and 19452 of 2020 are disposed of

accordingly. No order as to costs.

I02. w.p.Nos.l7 I 12 and 22548 oI 2020

In W.P.No.t7ll2 of 2020, the petitioners are seeking a Wrir of

Mandamus declaring the action of the 3.d respondent in not permitting

petitioners I and 2 ro the pole Climbing Test on the ground that the

petitioners studied ITI in the state of Andhra pradesh and the action ol

respondents l and 2 in not issuing any orders/instructions to respondent

No.l flor conducti.g rhe pole climbing Test to the petitioners for Junior

Lineman posts pursuant ro their representations dt.03.09.2020, as illegal,

arbitrary and violative of Arricles 14, l6 and 2l of the constitution o[

India arrd Section 95 ol the Andhra pradesh Reorganisation Act,2014
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and contrary to the educational quatifications clause mentioned in

Paragraph-3 of the Notiftcation No.l/2019' dt'28'09'2019 and

@nsequently to direct the respondents t to 3 to permit the petitioners to

the Pote Clirnbing Test for Junior Lineman posts on par with all other

candidates v,ho were issued ITI certificates by respondent No'4 in

Telangana State and accordingly appoint them'

103. In W. 1.No.22548 ol 2020, the petitioner is seeking a Writ of

Mandamus Ceclaring the action o[ respondents t to 3 in not including

the petitioner.,s name in the provisional selection list of Junior Linemen

even after verification of his originat certificates only on the ground that

thepetitione.studiedlTlintheStateofAndhraPradeslr'asillegaland

arbitrary anrl violative of' Section 95 of the Andhra Pradesh Re-

organisation Act, 2Ol4 and also corltrary to the educational

qualifications clause mentioned in paragraph-3 of the Notification

No.l/2019 dt.28.09.2019 and consequentty to direct respondents I to 3

to issue app()intment orders to the petitioncr as Junior Lineman on par

with att other candidates who were issued tl't ccrtiflcates by respondent

No.4 in Telangana State and accordingly appoint him'
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104. Brief facts are that the petitioner in w.p.No.2254g of 2020 has

participated in the serection process for the post of Junior Lineman

pursuant to Notification No.0l/2019 dt.2g.o9.2olg. He has qualified in

the examination and he was arso called for verification of original

certificates, but he was not considered on the ground that he studied ITI

in the State o[ Andhra pradesh. The petitioners in w.p.No.l7112 of

2020 have not been called for pore Climbing Test on the ground that

they studied ITI in the stare o[ Andhra pradesh. petitioner No.l in

w.P-No. l7 l12 of 2020 has studied ITI in Krishnaveni ITI, Saraswathi

Nagar, Kurnool Districr, Andhra pradesh during 2015_I7 while

petitioner No.2 in w.p.No.r7l12 of 2020 has studied ITI through

Shabhari Sari Private ITI, verdurthy, Kurnoor District, Andhra pradesh

during 2017-19- The petitioner in w.p.No.2254g of 2020 has studied

ITI through laya Indusrrial Training Centre, Maddipadu,

Sitharamapuram Vitlage, Maddipadu Mandat, prakasam District,

Andhra Pradesh.

105. It is subrnitted that rhe ccrtificates issued in favour of the

petltloners are Nationa[ Trade certificates which are on par with other



W.P.Nos.l5597 ot 2020

& batch (Total 3 I Cases)

94

ITI candidares who studied in Telangana State and were issued ITI

certificates. It is stated that the National Trade Certificates issued by

respondent No.4 are valid throughout India without reference to the

ptace/State in which the candldates have studied as all tTI colleges'

private/Gov:rnment/aided, etc., have to be affiliated to respondent No'4

CouncilanditwoutdissueNationatTradeCertificatesalterconducting

Alllndial]radeTestexaminations.[tissubmittedthatvocational

training is it Concurrent List under Schedule VII ol the constitution of

India and the central Government is entrusted with responsibility of

formulation of poticy, laying down trainlng standards' norms' conduct

of examinations and certif,rcation and afflrliation/de-af[rliation of ITIs

etc., and fol achieving the said objectives, respondent No 4 Council was

set up by the Government of India ln the year 1956 to function as a

Central Ag ency to advise the Covernrnent of tndia in framing the

training policy and coordinating vocational training irnplemented

through ITl s and therefore, the ce(ificates are awardcd by respondent

No.4 Coun:il and there is no diflerence as to whether thc training has

been given in the State of Telangana or in thc State ol Andhra Pradesh

or any other State and that the certificates are valid throughout India and
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therefore, it is the case of the petitioners that they should be considered

for appointment.

106. The respondenrs I ro 4 in W.p.No. l7l 12 of 2020 have filed

counter affidavit stating that the petitioners in w.p.No.l7rr2 0f 2020

have completed their ITI training course in the S tate of Andhra pradesh

and have secured certificates from thc State of Andhra pradesh and

therefore, they are not eligibre to be considered in the state of
Telangana. Further, it is submitted that the ITt certificate in respect of
petitioner No.2 was issued on 06. I I .20 19 and therefore, he did not

acquire the requisite educar.ional qualification as on the date of the

Notification, i.e.,28.09.2019 and there fore, on this ground also, he is not

eligible for consideration.

107. Having regard to the rival contentions, this Court finds that para 3

of Notification No.0ll20r9 dr.2g.09.20r9 refers to the educational

qualifications as under

,3. EDUCA TIONAL OUAL IFICATTON.S:

The applicants nust possess thc qrml(ications from a recognized
Instifinion/BO.4RD as dctailcd bclov,or cquit.alent thereto, as on
Notification.

tlte date of
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Nanu of
the I'ost

Jun .or

Linetnan

From a reading of the above prescription' it does not appear that the ITI

certificates llave to be issued onty by a recognized [nstitution in thc

State of Tel mgana. In fact, it also provides that the certificate can be

from a recognized Institution'/Board of combined A'P/Telangana State

Education trepartment. In W'P'No'17112 of 2O2O' Petitioner No'l has

obtained th,: certificate in August, 20 15' while petitioner No 2 has

secured the certiFrcate in the year 2019 and both the certificates are not

from the cc mbined Board of Andhra Pradesh and Telangana' but are

irom the Board ofState ofAndhra Pradesh alone' Therefore' they do not

satisfy the prescribed condition' The petitioners are also challenging

non-considt:ration of their certificates issued by Governt.uent rccognized

lnstitutions in the State of Andhra Pradesh on the grourrd that the said

cefiificates are issued nationwide and therefore, they rciate to Naticnal

Educatio nal Qu alifi catio tt

Must possess SSLC/SSC/|0'|' Cbss with I'T'[ qualifcation in

Electiicat Trade/Wireman or 2 years lntermediate

V"""ui"r"t course in Electrical Trade only lrom a

,""ri"i*a Institution/Board oJ combined 
^A 

P/klangana

Stu; Education Department as on the date of notifcalion'

NOTE: If there is any deviation from lhe abov,c quallfcation

for lhe above post' lhe candidates shall prodttca thc

'iiri""i*"y ,"r',itr"o," from the authority issuing the

qiii..rii" .nrr"i,fi"orn Ji' Sn"ntory of the Insfitute/Board

licationhkacce,
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recognised Institutions and not Iimited to rhe state of Andhra pradesh

and Telangana and also that the said action on the part of the

respondents is in vioration o[ Section 95 0f the Andhra pradesh

Reorganisation Act,2014. For the sake ofready reference, Section 95 of
the Andhra pradesh Reorganisation Act,2014 is reproduced hereunder:

"95. In order to ensure equal opporrunities for quality higher
education to all students in the successor States, he existing
admisston quotas tn al government or private, aided or utnided,
instttutions ofhtgher, technical and medicttl educatiott in solar as it is
provided under article 37lD of the Constitntion. shall conlinue as
such for a period of ten years during which the existing comnton
admission process shall conrinue. ,,

Frorn a literal reading of the said Section, it appears that this is only for

the purpose of admission into Educational lnstiturions imparting higher

education and not in relation to the cornpletion ol studies and being

considered for appointments in other States. When ttre Notification

clearly mentions that the qualification shourd be fiom a recognized

Institution/Board of Combined A. p./Telangana State Education

Department as on the date of the Notification and since the certificates

are not from the combined State of Andhra pradcsh but are from the

residuary State of Andhra pradesh, the same are not varid educational
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qualification as per the Notification' The petitioners have not challenged

the Notihcation but are seeking consideration of their cases in terrns of

the Notification. In view of the same' there is no merit in

W. P.Nos. t 7 I 12 and 22548 of 2020 and they are accordingly dismissed'

108. In the result,

(i) W.P.Nos.15597, 15864, 15888' 1677s' 16781' 16883'

t7377, t'740g,17428,17478, 17520, 17604, 17190', t7817 ',

r8048, 18051, 18104, 18201, t8296, t84s2,18730', 19079'

21013,21557 and 23048 of 2020 are disposed as discussed

above;

(ii) W.P.No.16598 of 2020 is disposed oI ln respect of

petitioner Nos.2 and 4 only; and in respect of petitioner

Nos. I and 3, W.P.No'16598 of 2020 is closed as

infructuous vide orders dL28'06'2023;

(iii) W.P.No.l6682 of 2020 is disposed of irr resPect oi

petitioner Nos. I and 2 and it is dismissed in respect of

petitioner No.3;
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(iu) W.P.Nos.l7l 12 and 2254g of 2020 are dismissed as

discussed above;

(v) W.P.No.25062 of 2022 is dismissed as infructuous as

discussed above;

(vi) I.A.No.l of,2023 in 2023 in W.p.No. 17324 of 2020 is

allowed and the Registry is directed to amend the prayer

accordingly;

(vii) The amended prayer in W.p.No. 17324 of 2020 in respecr of
challenge to the Norificarion No.03 of 2022 dt.Og.O5.2O22

only is dismissed as infructuous and the rest of the prayer

in W.P.No.l7324 of 2020 is susrained. Accordingly,

W.P.No. 17324 of 2020 is disposed of as discussed above;

(viii) No order as to costs in all these Writ petitions

109. Pending miscellaneous petitions, il any, in these Writ petitions

including I.A.No. I of 2O2l in W.p.No. 15g64 of 2020, t.A.No.2 of 2020

in W.P.No. l6598of 2020,I.A.No.2 of 2020 in W.p.No. t6682ot2020,

t.A.No.2 of 2020 in W.p.No. 16775 ol 2020, t.A.No.2 of 2020 in
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W.P.No.17l7l of 2O2O,l'A'No'2 of 2O2O in rW'P'No'17409 of 2020'

I.A.No.2 of 2020 in W'P'No'17478 of 2020' l'A'No'2 of 2020 in

W.P.No.t752lof2O2O,i'A'No'2ol2O2OinpV'f'Uo'tS05tof2020'

I.A.No.t of ZOZI in W'P'No'18452 of 202Q' t'A'No'l of 2021 in

W.P.No.l7790 ol202O and t'A'No'l of 2O2l in W'P'No'18296 of 2020

shatl stand cllsed
SD/- P. PADMANABHA RED

ASSISTANT REGIST R

//TRUE COPY//

SECTION FICER

To,
Ctrairman and Managing Director, Telangana State Southern Power

D tribution ComPanY Ltd'' Having its Corporate Office at H.No. 6-1-50, Mint

po rnd, Hyderabad- 500063.

1. T

2 e chief General Manaqer (HRD), TS SPDCL' Corporate Ofllce at H No 6-

, vini corpound, Hy;deribad - 500063'

(Operation), OPe
hile Mahabubnagar District), Telangana State

ration Circle, Gadwal, TS
1-

3

4.

e Stlperintending En ineer
adwal District, Erstw

Secretary, State of Telangana, General Administration Department

(GAD), Secretariat, HYderabad

g
(SPDCL. G

rJe cr ier

6. Ttie Srrperintending Engineer, Operation Circle, Cyber City (Rangy-Reddy)'

Tdlanoana State Southeii" F5*Li--oitttibuti-orr^Companv (TSSPDCL)'

N'ai;ii;s;, x i{oio., Hethibowli' Hvderabad' 500028'

7 The I;uoerintendinq hngineer' Operation Circle' TSSPDCL' Medchal-

Malkai liii District, Gunrock, Sec-bad'

8. The Principal Secretary, Energy Department' State of Telangana' Secretariat'

Hyder:rbad.

q Tile Sroerintendinq Engineer (Operatiron)' Operation Circle' Vikarabad' TS
- 

SPDC -. Vikarabad 
-District, Telangana State'

I

10. T e S:perintending Engineer (Operation)' Operation Circle' Mahabubnagar'
'" isiFilcl, rtaahabtbna"gar Disiridt, Telangana state'

t t TJe Suoerintendinq Engineer (Operation)' Operation Circle' Nagar Kurnool'

TS SF ticl , Nagar Kurnool District' I elangana state'

tz TJe Director (Human Resources), TSSPDCL, Corporate Office at H No 6-1-
- 

SO 
-tr,tint 

Comirotrnd' Hvdei'abad - 500063'

t 3. Tlie S,uoerintending Engineer (Operation), Operation Circle, Narayanpet at
" r,,liirr,rl"rqir sEbffic6, TSSPDCL, Telangana state

t 4. Tl-ie liuoerintending Engineer (Operation)' Operation Circle' Rangareddy'

TSSPDCL, RangareddY District.

'15. The S;uperintendrng Engineer, (Operation), Operation Circle' Nalgonda' TS
- sibC r, Nalqonda Distri-t Telangana State'



I

16. Ttie Superintending Engineer,
SPDCL. Yadadri-Bhonoia District

I

1 7. Ttie Superintending Engineer,
TSSPDCL, Siddipet District.

(Operation),
(Erstwhile N

Operation Circle, Bhongir. TS
algonda Dist), Telangana State.

(Operation) Operation Circle, Siddipet,

18.7
s
ile Superintending Engin
duthern PowerDistributio

eer, Operation Circle, Suryapet, Telangana State
n Company (TSSPDCL), Suryapet.

19 Superintendin
S L, Medchal -

20. e Superintendin
Hlderabad District,

g Engineer (Operation), Medchat - Malkaioiri Circte. TS
Malkajgiri District, Telangana State.

g_ Engineer 
^(Operation), Hyderabad Circte, TS SPDCL,

I elangana State.

2r.ftie superintending Engineer (Operation),
TSSPDCL, Sanga Reddy District, Tela

Sanga Reddy Circte, Sanga
Rdddy, ngana State.

,]22.7
M6dak

CSUpenn
Distri

tending Engineer
ct, Telangana State.

(Operation), Medak Cirde, Medak, TSSPDCL

23.O e CC to SRI CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA, Advocate [OpUC]
24.O e CC to SMT. K. UDAYA SRI , S.C. for TSSPDCL [OPUC]
zs. rJo CCs to GP for Services- lll, High Court for the State of Telangana at

H

26.O

27.O

fderabad [OUT]

UC]

2A e CC to SRI PRABHAKAR CHIKKUDU, Advocare [OpUCl
29.O e CC to SRI K. VENKATESH GUPTA, Advocate [OpUC]
30.o e CC to SRI M. V. PRAVEEN.KUMAR, Advocare [OpUC]
31.O CC to SRI P. DEVENDER, Advocate [OPUCI

32.O e CC to SRI D. L. PANDU, Advocate [OPUC]

I
I

e CC to SRI M. VENKAT RAM REDDY, Advocate [OpUC]

CC to SRI G. VENKATESHVARLU, S.C. for Centrat Govemment

e CC to SRI KRISHNA KISHORE KOWURT , S.C. for Central Government

I
33. ol

34

35
H

36. T

loPUCl
ole cc to

rJo ccs
SRI P. GOVIND REDDY, Speciat Counset for A.p. [OpUC]
to GP for Labour, H igh Court for the State of Telangana at

lderabad [OUT]

[o CD Copies

MP
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HIGH COURT

DATED:29102t2024

COMMON ORDER
wRl PEIITION Nos.15597, 15864, 15888, 16598, 16682, 16775,
1 678,1, 1 t;883, 17 1 1 2, 17 324, 17 37 7, 17 409, 17 428, 17 47 8, 17 520,
1760:4, 11'790, 17817 , 18048, 1 8051 , 18104, 18201 , 18296 , 18452,

'18730, 19079,21073,21557,22548 & 23048 0F 2020,
WRIT PETITION No.25062 OF 2022;

AND
I.A.NO.1 0F 2023IN W.P.NO.l7324 0F 2020

DIS POSING OF THE W.P.Nos.l5597, 158il, 15888, 16775, 16781,

PETITIONERNoS.2&4.
CLOSING THE W.P.No.16598 OF 2020 AS INFRUCTUOUS lN

RESPECT OF THE PETITIONER Nos. 1 & 3.

DIS SING OF THE W.P.No.16682 OF 2020 lN RESPECT OF THE
PETITIONER Nos.l & 2.

t daas t zszz, 12409, 17428, 12478,17s2o,17604,17790,17817,
1d048 18051, 18104, 18201, 18296, 184s2,18730, 19079, 21073,
I zlssz & 23048 oF m2o.
I

DIsFoSING oF THE W.P.No.,t6598 oF 2o2o IN RESPEGT oF THE

A-
'rATSe

(t,

;2
Di

o

t
$

a
o
o

\ :'/
:/

JISMISSING THE W.P.No.l6682 OF 2020 lN RESPECT OF THE
PETITIONER No.3.

DISMISSING THE W.P.No.17112 AND 22548 OF 2020.
DISMISSING THE W.P.No.25062 OF 2022 AS INFRUCTUOUS.
ALI-OWING THE l.A.No.1 OF 2023lN W.P.NO.17324 OF 2020,

AND
DISPOSING OF THE W.P.NO.17324 OF 2O2O

(
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