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BEFORE THE MADURATI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 16.02.2018
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE G.R.SWAMINATHAN

W.P. (MD) .No.3338 of 2018
and
W.M.P. (MD) .Nos.3498 to 3500 of 2018

T.Rejila Devi ...Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Chairman,
Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
TNPSC Road, VOC Nagar,
Park Town, ChennaiO3.

2.The Secretary and Controller of Examinations, (i/c)
Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
Frazer Bridge Road,
Chennai-03. ... Respondents

Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, to 1issue a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, calling for the
records relating to the impugned publication for the posts included
in Combined Civil Services Examination-II (Interview posts) (Group-
IT Services), 2014-2015 & 2015-2016 and quash the annexure 1in
respect of the rejection of the petitioner in Register No.260506216
and consequently direct the respondents to include the petitioner's
name to participate in oral interview in the publication and permit
the petitioner to attend the oral interview.

For Petitioner : Mr.AN.Ramanathan
For Respondents : Mr.K.K.Senthil
ORDER

Mr.K.K.Senthil, learned Standing Counsel, takes notice on
behalf of the respondents.

By consent of both the parties, the Writ Petition is taken up
for final disposal at the stage of admission itself.

2.Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and
the learned Standing Counsel appearing for the respondents.

~ 3.The petitioner 1is a candidate who applied, pursuant to the
hitps:/NGRRNCeS SOV REW PN HULY Fication issued by the Tamil Nadu Public Service
Commission, for filing up of posts in Group-II Services for the



years 2014-2015 and 2015-2016. The petitioner had erroneously
submitted in her online application that she studied in Tamil
Medium. Since this c¢laim turned out to be incorrect, the

candidature of the petitioner was rejected. The same is assailed in
this Writ Petition.

4.In response to a specific question as to whether the
petitioner claims reservation under PSTM category, the petitioner
has replied “No”. Thus, the petitioner did not seek any advantage or
benefit thereunder. The wrong detail that was furnished by the
petitioner that she is possessing the preferential qualification in
Tamil Medium did not make any difference in this case.

5.In such view of the matter,the order impugned in this writ
petition is quashed in so far as the petitioner 1is concerned. The
respondents are directed to consider the candidature of the
petitioner in accordance with law and permit the petitioner to take
part in the interview.

5.The Writ Petition is allowed accordingly. No costs.
Consequently, the connected miscellaneous petitions are closed.
sd/-

Assistant Registrar (AS)
/True Copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar

To

1.The Chairman,
Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
TNPSC Road, VOC Nagar,
Park Town, Chennai0O3.

2.The Secretary and Controller of Examinations, (i/c)
Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
Frazer Bridge Road,
Chennai-03.
+1CC to Mr.AN.Ramanathan, Advocate, SR.No. 49292
W.P. (MD) .No.3338 of 2018
16.02.2018
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