WP(MD)No.10861 of 2019

BEFORE THE MADURATI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 16.03.2021
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.M.SUNDRESH
AND
THE HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICE S.ANANTHI
W.P. (MD)No.10861 of 2019
(Through Video Conferencing)

S.Murugeswari : Petitioner

Vs.

1.The Principal District Judge,
Principal District Court,

Dindigul
Dindigul

2.The Chief
District

Dindigul.

District.

Administrative Officer,
Court,
Respondents

PRAYER: Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying for the issue of a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus to
call for the records pertaining to the impugned intimation sent by
the 2" respondent in Application No0.6968, dated 08.06.2016 and quash
the same as illegal and consequently direct the 1% respondent to
consider the appointment of the petitioner to the post of Office
Assistant on the basis of her qualifications.

For Petitioner : Ms.M.Benazir Begum
For Respondents : Mr.G.Thalaimutharasu
ORDER

(Order of the Court was made by M.M.SUNDRESH, J.)

The petitioner challenges the impugned intimation sent dated
08.06.2016 with a consequential prayer to consider her appointment

to the post

of Office Assistant.

2.In the counter affidavit in Paragraph No.10, the following
statement has been made:
“10.I respectfully submit that the writ petitioner
has possessed 8" standard. She belongs to BC category
and her age as on cut off date in 33 years. As per the

Notification issued by this Court the age 1limit for BC
candidate 1is 32 years. According to proviso Rule 12 (d)
of Tamil Nadu State and Subordinate Service Rules, for
direct recruitment to a post included in a service for
which the minimum qualification required is not higher
than the minimum general education qualification, the

age limit escribed shall be increased by two vyears 1in
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respect candidates belonging to BC (Muslims), BC, MBC
and DNC who do not ©possess a general education
qualification which is higher than the minimum general
education qualification. Since, the writ petitioner has
not possessed above 8% standard, she has not Dbeen
considered for age relaxation of 2 years as per proviso
12(d) of Tamil Nadu State and Subordinate Service Rules.
Hence, she has not been called for the Certificate
Verification and the application of the writ petitioner
has rejected by the 1°° respondent as Age Barred.” (sic)

3. The aforesaid submission 1is not denied or disputed. Not
only the age limit, the petitioner does not have the educational
qualification also. In such view of the matter, we are not inclined

to entertain this writ petition. Accordingly, this writ petition 1is
dismissed. No costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (Records)
// True Copy //

/ /2021
Sub Assistant Registrar (CS)

Note: In view of the present lock down owing to COVID-19

pandemic, a web copy of the order may be utilized for
official purposes, but, ensuring that the copy of the
order that is presented is the correct CopYy, shall be

the responsibility of the advocate/litigant concerned.
To

1.The Principal District Judge,
Principal District Court,
Dindigul
Dindigul District.

2.The Chief Administrative Officer,
District Court,

Dindigul.
+1 CC to M/s.G.THALAIMUTHARASU, Advocate ( SR-12311[F] dated
18/03/2021 )
W.P. (MD)No.10861 of 2019
Dated: 16.03.2021
DKS (CO)
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