IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
Dated :19.01.2017
CORAM:
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE D.KRISHNAKUMAR

W.P.No.19746 of 2013
and
MP.No.1l of 2013

K.Abirami ...Petitioner

Vs

1. The Chairman,
Teachers Recruitment Board,
4% Floor, EVK Sampath Maaligai,
DPI Compound, College Road,
Chennai - 600 006.

2. The State-of Tamil Nadu,
rep. by its Secretary to Government,
School Education Department,
Secretariat, Fort St.George,
Chennai = 600 009. ..Respondents

Writ Petition under Article 226 of The Constitution of
India praying for the issuance of a Writ of Mandamus directing
the first respondent to' complete the process of Certificate
verification in a time bound manner and consequently, direct the
2" respondent to appoint the petitioner as Secondary Grade
Teacher.

For Petitioner : Mr .A.Mohamed Ismail
For Respondents ) Mrs.P.Rajalakshmi,
Government Advocate

O R D"E-R

The petitioner has filed the present Writ Petition for
the relief stated above.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted
that the petitioner appeared for the Teacher Eligibility Test
Exam conducted by the first respondent on 14.10.2012,

subsequently, the petitioner secured 91 marks. The respondent
called for the Certificate verification but the petitioner could
not attend the Certificate Verification. Further, the
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respondent gave a chance to those who did not attend the
Certificate Verification, to come 1in person on 10.12.2012.
The petitioner went to the first respondent office and submitted
the Certificates with representation letter and the first
respondent simply collected the Certificates and till now, they
did not respond and reply but the respondent issued fresh
notification for Teacher Eligibility Test. Hence, the present
Writ Petition is filed by the petitioner.

3. Assailing the allegations made in the affidavit,
the learned Government Advocate has filed a counter affidavit on
behalf of the respondents wherein it is stated in Paragraph 9 as
follows: -

“O. Tt is, further submitted that the

Board considered ‘the petitioner for selection

in the 2013 recruitment. The ' petitioner

belongs “to BC (W) Category. The 1last

candidate selected in B(W) is 75.21<and BC (G)

75.22% The petitioner has. secured only

7152 Since the petitioner has not secured

eligible cut off marks, she was not considered

for selection.”

The above 'extract clearly shows that the petitioner has not
secured the -~ eligible cut off marks. Hence, she was not
considered for selection.

4. In view of the above statement, the petitioner is
not entitled for the relief sought for in_the Writ Petition.

The Writ Petition fails and the same is dismissed. Connected
Miscellaneous Petition is closed. No costs.
s/d=

Assistant Registrar(CS II)
//True Copy//

Sub-Assistant Registrar
To

1. The Chairman,
Teachers Recruitment Board,
4*" Floor, EVK Sampath Maaligai,
DPI Compound, College Road,
Chennai - 600 006.
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2. The Secretary to Government, .
The State of Tamil Nadu,
School Education Department,
Secretariat, Fort St.George,
Chennai - 600 009.

+1 CC to The Govt. Pleader sr 4100

W.P.No.19746 of 2013
and
MP.No.1l of 2013
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