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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 06-09-2017
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM

W.P.No.8065 of 2016

M.Arul - Petitioner
VS.

The Director,

Directorate of Adi Dravidar Welfare Department,

Chepauk,

Chennai-600 005. . Respondent

This Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, praying for the issue of a Writ of Mandamus, directing the
respondent to consider the petitioner's representation dated 6.2.2016
and provide him an opportunity to appear for the interview in the matter
of Office Assistant from the Directorate of Adi Dravidar Welfare
Department as per the Call Letter dated 19.1.2016 issued by the

respondent.

For Petitioner : Mr.K.Chithirai Selvan

For Respondent : Mr.S.Gunasekaran,
Additional Government Pleader.
ORDER
The relief sought for in this writ petition is for a direction to
direct the respondent to consider the petitioner's representation dated
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the matter of Office Assistant from the Directorate of Adi Dravidar
Welfare Department as per the Call Letter dated 19.1.2016 issued by the

respondent.

2. Admittedly, a call letter was communicated to the writ
petitioner and the learned counsel for the writ petitioner made a
submission that though the interview was scheduled to be held on
29.1.2016, a call letter was communicated on the same day morning and
accordingly, the procedure for communicating the call letter was not in

accord with the law.

3. However, this Court is of the view that the relief sought for
to consider the representation, at this point, does not arise at all and the
writ petitioner has received the call letter. If there is any irregularity in
the process of selection or appointment, it is left open to the writ
petitioner to adjudicate the same in the manner known to law, so as to

redress the grievances.

4. As far as the writ petition on hand is concerned, the relief
sought for is for a direction to direct the respondent to consider the
representation of the writ petitioner. Providing an opportunity to appear
for an interview, cannot be a right of a candidate in the absence of

establishing that he has got a legal right for such participation.
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5. However, in this writ petition, it is a prayer to consider the
representation, since it is admitted that the writ petitioner has received
the call letter from the respondent, no question of considering the relief,
as such, arises in this writ petition. Accordingly, the writ petition stands

dismissed. However, there shall be no order as to costs.
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Speaking Order/Non-Speaking Order.
Index : Yes/No.

Internet : Yes/No.
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To

The Director,

Directorate of Adi Dravidar Welfare Department,
Chepauk,

Chennai-600 005.
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S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.
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