
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 30.10.2019

CORAM:

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE  M.DHANDAPANI

W.P.No.19679 of 2019 

R.Muthumari                              ...Petitioner

vs.

The Registrar,
University of Madras,
Centenary Buildings,
Chepauk, Chennai 600 005.                        ...Respondent

Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of Constitution
of India, seeking for the issuance of a Writ of Mandamus, to
direct the respondent herein to consider the petitioner's
representation dated 04.12.2018 and to confer the permanent
posting as Library Assistant to the petitioner.

   For Petitioner   :  Mr.R.S.Anandan
       
             For Respondent   :  Mr.Manisundar Gopal

        
ORDER

 The  Writ  Petition  has  been  filed  by  the  petitioner
seeking direction to direct the respondent herein to consider
the petitioner's representation dated 04.12.2018 and to confer
the permanent posting as Library Assistant to the petitioner.

2.The  case  of  the  petitioner  is  that  the  petitioner
joined  the  service  as  temporary  Library  Assistant  on
05.05.2010.   In  the  year  2014,  the  respondent  conducted
interview for recruitment for the post of Library Assistant on
18.06.2014,  the  petitioner  also  attended  the  interview  on
08.09.2014.   Though  the  petitioner  belongs  to  Backward
community instead of appointing the petitioner under BC quota,
was  kept  in  the  waiting  list  under  general  turn.
Immediately, the petitioner submitted a representation dated
29.09.2010  and  considered  the  representation  and  the
petitioner was allowed to continue in service till date. After
completion of 9 years of service and the petitioner was not
conferred  with  the  regular  appointment  and  though  regular
vacancies  existence.   The  petitioner  made  representations
dated  25.09.2014  and  04.12.2018  to  confer  with  regular
appointment.  However, till date the representations were not

1
https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



considered.  Hence, the present Writ Petition has been filed
before this Court.

3.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would
submit that it would suffice if this Court issues direction to
the respondent to consider the representation submitted by the
petitioner and to dispose of the same within a reasonable time
as fixed by this Court. 

4.The  learned  standing  counsel  appearing  for  the
respondent  would  submit  that the  petitioner  representations
would be considered in accordance with law.

5.Without  going  into  the  merits  of  the  case,  I  am
inclined  to  issue  direction  to  direct  the  respondent  to
consider the representation dt. 04.12.2018 and pass orders on
merits and in accordance with law within a period of 12 weeks
from  the  date  of  receipt  of  a  copy  of  this  order  if  not
disposed already.

6.With  the  above  direction,  the  Writ  Petition  stands
disposed of.  No costs.
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar

    //True Copy//
     Sub Assistant Registrar

pam

To

The Registrar,
University of Madras,
Centenary Buildings,
Chepauk, Chennai – 600 005. 

+1cc to  Mr.Manisundar Gopal, Advocate SR.90805
+1cc to  Mr.R.S.Anandan, Advocate SR.89898
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