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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED:15.11.2017

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.D.AUDIKESAVALU

W.P.(MD)No.18579 of 2017 and
W.M.P.(MD)Nos.14976 to 14978 of 2017

J.Stephen Thangaraj                ... Petitioner

Vs.

The Tamil Nadu Uniform Service Recruitment Board,
Represented by it's Chairman,
Old Commissioner Office Campus,
Pandhiyan Road,
Egmore, Chennai – 600 008.     ... Respondents

Prayer:   Writ  Petition  is  filed  under  Article  226  of  the

Constitution of India, to issue a Writ of Mandamus, to call for the
records  pertaining  to  the  impugned  communication  containing  the
petitioner's  individual  marks  and  the  remarks  as  “Not  Selected”
published in the Respondent website on 09.09.2017 by the respondent
and  quash  the  same  as  illegal  and  consequently  to  direct  the
respondent  to select the appoint the petitioner as the Grade-II
Police Constables or Grade-II Jail warder or Fireman within the time
stipulated.

For Petitioner     :  Mr.I.Pinaygash  for
   Mr.T.Lajapathi Roy

For Respondents    :  Mr.B.Pugalenthi,
Additional Advocate General 
Assisted by Mr. A.K.Baskara Pandian

       Special Government Pleader.

O R D E R

This Writ Petition is filed for issuing a Writ of  Mandamus,
to call for the records pertaining to the impugned communication
containing the petitioner's individual marks and the remarks as “Not
Selected” published in the Respondent website on 09.09.2017 by the
respondent and quash the same as illegal and consequently to direct
the respondent to select the appoint the petitioner as the Grade-II
Police Constables or Grade-II Jail warder or Fireman within the time
stipulated.

2. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner
and  the  learned  Additional  Government  Pleader  appearing  for  the
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respondents.

3.This Court by an order dated 30.10.2017 has passed the
following order:-

“It is represented  by the learned  counsel on both

sides  that  in  complying  with  the  earlier  order  dated

10.10.2017, the copy of the mark sheet of the petitioner has

been furnished by the respondents.

2.The  learned  Additional  Advocate  General  further

submits that the copy of the said mark sheet will be produced

before this Court in order to justify the  contention of the

respondent that the marks awarded to the petitioner is the

same as communicated in the said mark sheet.

3.For production of the said mark sheet before this

Court, post this matter on 15.11.2017.”

4.In compliance of the aforesaid order dated 30.10.2017, the
learned Additional Advocate General has produced the copy of the
mark sheet before this Court after serving the copy of the same to
the petitioner, in order to support the contention of the respondent
that  the  marks  communicated  to  the  petitioner  is  the  same  as
indicated in the mark sheet.  There is no discrepancy in the marks
awarded to the petitioner from what has been communicated to the
petitioner.

5.In  view  of  the  above,  nothing  survives  for  further
consideration in the matter.  Recording the same this Writ Petition
is disposed of.  No costs. Consequently, connected Miscellaneous
Petitions are closed.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS-I) 

/True Copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar  

To 

The Chairman,
Tamil Nadu Uniform Service Recruitment Board,
Old Commissioner Office Campus,
Pandhiyan Road,
Egmore, Chennai – 600 008. 

+ 1 CC TO Mr.T.LAJAPATHI ROY, ADVOCATE IN SR No. 87633
+ 1 CC TO SPECIAL GOVERNMENT PLEADER IN SR No. 87940
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