IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 12.02.2021
CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.SATHYANARAYANAN
AND
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P.NO.3934 OF 2013
AND
M.P.NOS.1, 2, 3 AND 4 OF 2013

S.Hemalatha .. Petitioner
Versus

1. State of Tamil Nadu, Secretary to Government,
Personnel & Administrative Reforms Department,
Secretariat, Chennai 600 009.

2. Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
rep.by its Secretary, Frazer Bridge Road,
V.0.C.Nagar, Park Town, Chennai 600 003. . % Respondents

Prayer:- Writ petition filed: ' under Art®cle 226 of the
Constitution of India praying for issuance of a Writ of
Certiorarified Mandamus calling for the list of candidates who
are qualified for the oral interview published on the website of
the Commission on 10.1.2013 and quash the same and consequently
quash the publication of result for the oral interview published
on the website of the 2nd respondent Commission on 7.2.2013 and
consequently direct the 2nd respondent Commission to prepare a
fresh list of candidates for being called for the oral interview
without following the reservation for persons who studied in
Tamil Medium and consequently conduct oral interview for the
petitioner if her name finds place in such a list and consider
the petitioner for selection to the post and pass such further
or other orders as this Court may deem fit and proper in the
circumstances of the case.

For Petitioner : Mrs.Dakshayani Reddy
For RR1 i Mr.R.Vijayakumar, AGP
For RR2 : Mr.M.Govardanan

ORDER

[Order of the Court was made by R.MAHADEVAN, J. ]

According to the petitioner, she belongs to Most Backward
Class Community. Pursuant to the advertisement no.257 dated

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



29.12.2010 issued by the second respondent, she applied for the
Group I services Examination. Subsequently, she wrote the
preliminary examination and was qualified for main written
examination. Accordingly, she wrote the main written examination
and was waiting for results to be called for the oral interview.
However, when the list of selected candidates to be called for
oral interview, was published, the name of the petitioner did
not find place. Aggrieved over the same, the petitioner has come
up with this writ petition, to quash the same and for
consequential direction.

2.Today, when the matter was taken up for consideration, the
learned Additional Government Pleader for the first respondent,
on instructions, submitted that subsequent to the filing of this
writ petition, interview was conducted and the candidates were
also selected for the posts in Group I services and therefore,
nothing survives for further adjudication.

3.In view. of the aforesaid submission made by the learned
Additional Government Pleader for the first respondent, this
Writ Petition stands dismissed as having become infructuous. No
costs. Consequently connected miscellaneous petitions are closed.

Sievl
Assistant Registrar (CO)

//True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
sk

To

1. The Secretary,
State of Tamil Nadu
Personnel & Administrative Reforms Department,
Secretariat, Chennai 600 009.

2. The Secretary,
Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission,
V.0.C.Nagar, Frazer Bridge Road,
Park Town, Chennai 600 003.

+lcc to Mr.M.Govardanan, Advocate, S.R.No.8740

W.P.No.3934 of 2013

KV (CO)
CS/16/03/2021
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