IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 20.06.2017
CORAM:
THE HON 'BLE MRS.JUSTICE PUSHPA SATHYANARAYANA
Writ Petition No.14706 of 2017

R.G.Pattammal ... Petitioner
Versus

1. The Director of Medical Education,
Kilpauk, Chennai-10.

2. The Chairman,

Board of Examination for DGNM,

Chennai-10. .. Respondents
Prayer:- Writ. Petition filed under Article 226 of the

Constitution -of India, seeking for a writ of. Mandamus, directing
the 2nd respondent to register the details~of 13 students in
DGNM Course by considering the petitioner's .representation dated
19.05.2017.
For Petitioner : Mr.R.Jayaprakash
For  Respondents : Mr.V.Anandhamurthy,
Additional Government Pleader

OF R R R

The Writ Petition has been filed seeking to issue a Writ of
Mandamus, directing the 2nd respondent to register the details
of 13 students in DGNM Course by considering the petitioner's
representation dated 19.05.2017.

2. According to the petitioner, she is the Correspondent
of Pattammal School of Nursing at- Sakkotai, Kumbakonam. The
institution is also conducting a course of Diploma in General
Nursing (DGNM) . The sanctioned strength is 20 for the academic
year 2016-2017. The DGNM -Course 1is a three vyear programme and
all the students had completed one year of their course and all
of them have to write their 1lst year examination by September,
2017. For that purpose, the petitioner institution to register
the names of all the students with the 2nd respondent, who in
turn, will issue the hall tickets. Accordingly, the details of
three students have been furnished to the 2nd respondent during
March, 2017 and for the remaining 13 students in April, 2017.
Thus, there was a delay of around 15 days in providing the
details of 13 students for registration due to administrative
reasons. But, the 2nd respondent had refused to receive and
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register the same. Thereafter, the petitioner has given a
representation dated 19.05.2017 to the respondents herein since

the 1lives of 13 students are at stake. But, there was no
response. Hence, the present Writ Petition.

3. Heard the learned Counsel for the petitioner and the
learned Additional Government Pleader appearing for the
respondents.

4. Though the prayer in this Writ Petition is to consider

the representation of the petitioner dated 19.05.2017, a perusal
of the copy of the representation in the typed set shows that
the representation said to have been sent to the respondents
does not carry the date:

5. Considering the above facts and circumstances and also
considering the limited prayer made in the Writ Petition, the
petitioner is /directed to furnish a copy of “the representation
said to have been already sent to the respondents within a
period of one week from the date of receipt of a copy of this
Order to the respondents and on receipt of the same, the 2nd
respondent | is-directed to consider and pass appropriate orders
on the same on merits and 1in accordance with ‘law, within a
period of four weeks thereafter.

6. Thel ' Write=Petition fs.'disposed -eof_ a@cfordingly. No
costs.
S —
Asst.Registrar (CO)
/true copy/

Sub Asst. Registrar

tsi

1. The Director of Medical Education,
Kilpauk, Chennai-10.

2. The Chairman,
Board of Examination for DGNM,
Chennai-10.

+lcc to Mr.Javaprakash, Advocate in sr.no.43158
+lcc to Government Pleader in sr.no.43809
W.P.No.14706 / 2017

KS (CO)
NR 23/06/2017
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