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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA  

MAIN CASE: Writ Petition No.28409 of 2026 
 

PROCEEDINGS SHEET 

Sl. 
No. 

Date ORDER OFFICE 
NOTE 

 25.08.2026 PSK,J & NNR,J 
 

Counsel for the petitioner   : Mr. A. Venkatesh, learned Senior Counsel 
             representing Mr. Vadeendra Joshi. 
Counsel for respondent No.1: Learned Government Pleader for Medical 
            Health. 
  

 Admit. Rule nisi. 

 Call for records. 

 Sri T.Sharath, learned Government 

Pleader for Medical and Health accepts notice 

on behalf of respondent Nos.1 to 3. Hence, 

issuance of notice stands dispensed with. 
 

 Let the notice be issued to respondent 

Nos.4 to 6.  

 

 Learned counsel for the petitioner prays 

for interim protection and relied upon the order 

of the Delhi High Court in W.P.(C) No.11726 of 

2026, wherein an interim order was passed on 

21.08.2026.  

 The case of the petitioner is that the 

petitioner had participated in the NEET Super 

Specialty Counseling, 2025, and in the first 

round of counseling, the petitioner was allotted 

 
Transferred to 

i/o folder, 
before 

corrections, if 
any. 
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to seat in Fernandez Hospital i.e., respondent 

No.4 Hospital for the post of speciality of 

DNBSS-Neonatology. However, it appears that 

the petitioner having tried his luck for a better 

institute in the second round of   ounselling, 

his name from the first allotted institute, i.e., 

respondent No.4 hospital seems to have been 

removed. Whereas, in the results that were 

published after the second round of 

counselling, the result showed that there has 

been no upgradation done in so far as the 

petitioner’s case is concerned. If that be so, 

petitioner’s admission to the Fernandez 

Hospital/ respondent No.4, for the DNBSS 

Neonatology Course ought to have been 

protected and it could not have removed from 

the round-II seat matrix, vide notice dated 

04.06.2026. 

 Given the aforesaid factual matrix of the 

case, with prima facie strong materials has 

made out to show that the petitioner having 

allocated to the respondent No.4 hospital and 

taking admission for the said post, the removal 

of the petitioner name from the said hospital 

seems to be prima facie not properly justified.  
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 In view of the same, there shall be interim 

direction that the seat allocated to the 

petitioner under the respondent No.4 hospital 

should be protected in his favour and he may 

be permitted to pursue his said course with the 

respondent No.4/hospital as allotted till the 

next date of hearing.  

 Let counter be filed and the matter be 

listed for hearing on 09.09.2026. 

 

______ 
PSK,J 

 
 
 

______ 
NNR,J 

VJB/SHA 

Note: Issue CC today. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


