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| TEM NO. 10 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON XI | A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).16488/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 12/05/2010 in WPVP No.

14320/ 2010 in WP No. 11255/2010 of The H GH COURT OF A P AT

HYDERABAD)

T. SHANKAR SI NGH & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

GOVT. OF A P. TR PRI NL. SEC. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgment, permission to file addl. docunments and with prayer for
interimrelief)

Dat e: 28/05/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K. PRASAD
( VACATI ON BENCH)
For Petitioner(s) M. R Santhan Krishnan, Adv.

M. G Vidya Sagar, Adv.
For M. A Venayagam Bal an, A. O. R

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
This petition is directed against an interim
order passed by the Division Bench of Andhra Pradesh
H gh Court, which reads as under:
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"The petitioners question the legality
of t he anendnent made to t he procedure
prescribed in Annexures Ill and IV of GO (P)
No. 646, Educati on Depart ment , dat ed 10. 7. 1979
by virtue of the order in GO Ms. No.42 dated
18. 5. 2009.

It is stated that paragraphs 6 and 7
of the earlier GO Wre substituted with the
i mpugned G O, which reads as foll ows:

6. The Provi si onal list shal | be
divided into two parts. The first
part will conpri se first 15% of
the list. The second part will
conpri se t he bal ance 85% In
case, in the second part of the
provi si onal l'ist, t he nunber of
| ocal candi dat es in relation to
each Uni versity ar ea equal s t he
number of seats reserved and
al | ocat ed in favour of | oca

candi dates of each such area, the
list shall be approved.
7. If however on scrutiny, referred



to in para 6 above, it is found

t hat in t he second part fo
provi si onal list t he nunber

| ocal candi dat es in relation

any one or nore University area(s)

exceeds t he number of seat

t he
of
to

S

reserved in f avour of t he | oca
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candi dates of such University area
or ar eas t hen such excess

candi dat es shal | be renoved in

rever se order of merit from t he

bott om of t he provi si onal list.

Simlarly, i f it is f ound on

scrutiny that in the second part

of the provisional l|ist the nunber

of local candidates in relation to

any one or nore University area(s)

falls short of the nunber of seats

served in f avour of t he | ocal
candi dates of such University area

or areas, then such deficit shal

be made good by dr awi ng | ocal
candi dat es in rel ation to such
University area or areas fromthe

merit list. In either case the

rul e of reservation shal | be

fol | oned.

It is stated that the said substituted
paragraphs 6 and 7 by virtue of G O Ms. No. 42
dat ed 18. 5. 2009 are in vi ol ation of
Presidential Oder. It is stated that dividing
the provisional list into two parts and first
considering the list of 15% of the non-1oca
candi dates by giving themtheir choice of seats

t he

wi t hout gi ving pr ef erence to t he | oca

candi dates of 85%is illegal and arbitrary.
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Havi ng regard to t he facts
ci rcunst ances of t he case, we are of
opi ni on t hat non-| ocal candi dat es cannot
gi ven first pref erence agai nst t he

candi dat es. G ving first pref erence to

and
t he
be
| ocal
t he

non-| ocal candi dat es pri ma faci e, is agai nst

the provisions of the Presidential O der

Accordingly, t he respondent s
directed not to give first preference to the
15% of non-1ocal candidates for the 2nd round of

ar e

counsel i ng comrenci ng from 15- 05-2010.

Noti ce."

In t he speci al | eave petition
petitioners have prayed for nullifying the result of
the first counselling, which was conpl eted even before
the filing of the wit petition. In our viewthere is
no valid ground rmuch less justification for passing an
order by this Court, which will stultify the process of
the admi ssion and affect |arge nunber of candi dates who
have al r eady been sel ected for adm ssi on to
post gr aduat e cour ses.

Wth the above observation, the special |eave
petition is dism ssed.

t he

t he



(A.D. Sharma) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



