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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 16.07.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM

W.P[MD]No.149 of 2014

and

M.P.[MD]No.1 of 2014

V.Nagamma ... Petitioner

             Vs.

The Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
Rep. by its Secretary,
No.1, Greams Road,
Chennai – 6.      ... Respondent

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India for issuance of a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondent
to  call  for  the  petitioner  for  the  second  phase  certificate
verification and counselling and appoint the petitioner in the post
of  Steno  –  Typist,  Grade  III  as  per  the  examination  held  on
07.07.2012 by the respondent Notice No.14 of 2012 dated 27.04.2012
published in Thina Thanthi dated 28.04.2012.

For Petitioner  : Mr.S.Sivakumar 

For Respondents : Mr.K.K.Senthil

  

ORDER

The relief sought for in the present writ petition is for a
direction to direct the respondent to appoint the petitioner in the
post of Steno – Typist, Grade III as per the examination held on
07.07.2012 with reference to the recruitment Notification No.14 of
2012 dated 27.04.2012.

2.The  learned  Counsel  for  the  writ  petitioner  states  that
pursuant to the recruitment notification issued by the respondent,
she participated in the process of selection for appointment to the
post of Steno- Typist Grade III. The writ petitioner was successful
in  the  written  examination  and  she  secured  157  marks.  The  writ
petitioner had secured above the cut-off marks. In spite of that,
she was not selected and appointed. Thus, the writ petitioner is
constrained to move the present writ petition.
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3.Learned Counsel for the respondent states that no doubt, the
writ  petitioner  was  successful  in  the  written  examination  and
further secured 157 marks which is above the cut-off mark. However,
the writ petitioner was not selected on account of the fact that she
has not satisfied the technical qualification of higher grade in
Shorthand and Typewriting  both in Tamil and English. The candidates
who all are possessing higher grade in all the four subjects namely
Typewriting  Tamil  &  English  and  Shorthand  Tamil  &  English  were
selected and appointed. In view of the fact that the writ petitioner
was not possessing the technical qualification of four higher grades
in all the above subjects, she was not considered for appointment. 

4.It is pertinent to note that even as per the notification
issued by the respondent for appointment to the post of Steno-Typist
Grade III, it is categorically stated that the preference will be
given to the candidates who all are possessing four higher grades in
Shorthand Tamil and English and Typewriting Tamil and English. Thus,
the case of the writ petitioner was not considered based on the
terms and conditions of the notification as well as the cut-off
mark. However, she was not selected on account of the fact that she
does not possess the requisite technical qualification. This being
the factum, the writ petitioner has not established any acceptable
legal ground for the purpose of granting the relief sought for in
the present writ petition.

5.Accordingly, the Writ Petition stands dismissed. No costs.
Consequently, the connected miscellaneous petition is closed.

Sd/-                     

Assistant Registrar (AE)      

 / True Copy / 

Sub Assistant Registrar(CS-   )

To

The Secretary,
Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
No.1, Greams Road,
Chennai – 6.
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