
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.7450 of 2013 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……to call for the records from the 2nd and 3rd  

respondents and issue an appropriate Writ ,  Order or Direct ion, 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus, declaring 

that  the act ion of respondents having selected the pet it ioner 

to the post  of Anganwadi Teacher/ Anganwadi Karyakartha by 

proceedings No A/ 2012, dated 04.03.2013 and not  permit t ing 

her to j oin duty as il legal, unj ust , cont rary to law, arbit rary in 

violat ion of  principles of natural j ust ice and violat ive of 

Art icles 14, 16 and 21 of the Const itut ion of India and grant  all 

consequent ial benefits…..” .  

  

  Heard  Mr.A.K.Jayaprakash Rao, lea rned  c ounsel appearing  

for the petitioner and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Women 

Development and  Child  Welfa re Department.  

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t she was 

selec ted  for the post of Anganwad i Teac her and  her name was 

shown in the selec ted  list da ted  04.03.2013, but respondents 1 to 3 

a re not permitting  her to join duty as Anganwad i Teac her.  

Cha lleng ing the same, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner has c ontended  tha t the 

petitioner has sec ured  355 marks in the SSC examina tion and  

whereas the 4th respondent has sec ured  only 305 marks.  As per the 

selec tion p roc ess, whoever gets more marks in the SSC examina tion 

a lone should  be selec ted .  But, respondents 1 to 3 have selec ted  

the 4th respondent as Anganwad i Teac her on politic a l g rounds and  

d id  not selec t the petitioner as Anganwad i Teac her though she has 

sec ured  more marks in the SSC examina tion.  Therefore, the lea rned  
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c ounsel submits tha t appropria te orders be passed  in the writ 

petition by setting  aside the appointment order issued  to the 4th 

respondent and  d irec ting  respondents 1 to 3 to issue appointment 

order in favour of the petitioner. 

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 

1 to 3 has c ontended  tha t the name of the petitioner as well as the 

4th respondent is one and  the same exc ep t surname and  

erroneously the name of the petitioner was shown in the 

p roc eed ings da ted  04.03.2013 instead  of the name of the 4th 

respondent.  Though the petitioner has sec ured  more marks than 

the 4th respondent in the SSC examina tion, in the interview, the 

petitioner has sec ured  only 10.5 marks whereas the 4th respondent 

has sec ured  17.5 marks.  On c onsidering  the overa ll merit tha t the 

4th respondent has sec ured  more marks than the petitioner,  

respondents 1 to 3 have rightly appointed  the 4th respondent as 

Anganwad i Teac her and  she has been d isc harg ing  her duties as 

suc h sinc e 2013.  Henc e, there a re no merits in the writ petition and  

the same is liab le to be d ismissed . 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  

view tha t as per the p roc edure, the selec tion c riteria  is marks 

sec ured  in the SSC examina tion and  performanc e in the interview.  

Though the petitioner has sec ured  more marks in the SSC 

examina tion than the 4th respondent, the petitioner has sec ured  less 

marks in the interview whereas the 4th respondent has sec ured  more 

marks in the interview.  Therefore, respondents 1 to 3 have rightly 

appointed  the 4th respondent as Anganwad i Teac her as she has 
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sec ured  more marks than the petitioner in the interview.  Henc e, 

there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the same is liab le to be 

d ismissed . 

Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  No order as to 

c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

19-09-2019 

Prv 

 


