IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 16.08.2016
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE M.JAICHANDREN

W.P.No.27151 of 2014

E. Poonguzhli .. Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Government of Tamil Nadu
represented by the Se€€retary to Govt.
Education Department, Secretariat, Chennai-9.

2.The Director of School Education
College Road, Chennai-6.

3.The Chief Educational Officer
Villupuram. .. _Respondents

The writ.-petition 1is filed wunder Article 226 of the
Constitution of India praying for the issue of a writ of
mandamus, directing the respondents to promote the petitioner
to the post of B.T. Assistant with effect from the date of
promotion given to her . immeidate Jjunior oxr the candidate
appointed to the post of B.T. Assistant from the post of
Selection Grade Assistant on consolidated pay of Rs.2000 with
all monetary and sexvice benefits.

For Petitioner i M/s.M.Srividhaya
For Respondents : Mr.P. Karthikeyan
Govt. Advocate

ORDER

Heard the learned counsel, appearing on behalf of the
petitioner, as well as the learned counsel, appearing on
behalf of the respondents.

2.This writ petition has been filed by the petitioner,
praying that this Court may be pleased to issue a Writ of
Mandamus, directing the respondents to promote the petitioner
to the post of B.T. Assistant, with effect from the date of
promotion given to her immediate Jjunior or the candidate
appointed to the post of B.T. Assistant, from the post of
Selection Grade Assistant, on consolidated pay of Rs.2000,
with all monetary and service benefits.
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3.Though various grounds have Dbeen raised in the
affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the learned
counsel, appearing on behalf of the petitioner has submitted
that it would suffice, if the second respondent is directed to
dispose of the representation, dated 20.09.2014, on merits and
in accordance with law, within the time frame, as may be
fixed by this Court.

4. In view of the averments made in the affidavit filed
in support of the writ petition and in view of the submissions
made Dby the learned counsel, appearing on Dbehalf of the
petitioner, this Court finds 1t appropriate to direct the
second respondent to dispose of the representation of the
petitioner, dated 20.09.2014, on merits and in accordance with
law, within a period of @ eight weeks from the date of receipt
of a copy of this order, after giving an . opportunity of
hearing to the /petitioner, as well as to the other persons
concerned, if any. The petitioner shall furnish a copy of the
representation, ~dated 20.09.2014, to the_ second respondent,
along with a copy of this order. However,- it 1is made clear
that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merits of
the matter, by passing this order.

5. The ~writ mpetition is disposed of, with the above
directions. No costs.

rnb
SUZ
Asst.Registrar
/true copy/
Sub Asst. Registrar
To

1.The Government of Tamil Nadu
represented by the Secretary to Govt.
Education Department, Secretariat, Chennai-9.

2.The Director of School Education
College Road, Chennai-6.

3.The Chief Educational Officer, Villupuram.
+ 1 cc to M/s.M.Srividhaya, Advocate Sr 46879
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