
W.P.No.923 of 2018

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED  : 08.11.2022

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM

W.P.No.923 of 2018

A.Ramani ...  Petitioner

            Vs.

1.The District Collector

   Villupuram

   

2.The Child Development Project Officer

   Vanur Taluk

   Villupuram District.

3.Chandralekha           ...  Respondents

Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

for issuance of a Writ of Declaration, declaring the appointment of the third 

respondent  as  Anganwadi  worker  at  the  Karasanur  Anganwadi,  Vanur 

Taluk,  Villupuram  District  as  illegal  and  consequently  direct  the 

Respondents  1  & 2 to  appoint  the  petitioner  as  Anganwadi  worker  with 

effect  from  the  date  of  appointment  of  the  third  respondent  with  all 

backwages, service and seniority benefits.

For Petitioner : Mr.R.Saravanan

  For Mr.T.Sai Krishnan

Page 1 of 5

https://www.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



W.P.No.923 of 2018

For R1 & R2 : Mr.V.Arun 

  Additional Advocate General

  Assisted by Mr.R.Neethi Perumal

  Government Advocate

For R3 : Mr.N.Anbazhagan

O R D E R

The  appointment  of  the  3rd respondent  as  Anganwadi  Worker  at 

Karasanur Anganwadi, Vanur Taluk, Villupuram District is under challenge 

in the present writ petition.

2.  The  petitioner  participated  in  the  process  of  selection  and 

appointment to the post of Anganwadi Worker. The petitioner states that she 

had  submitted  all  the  relevant  documents  and  performed  well  in  the 

interview. The petitioner states that she is residing in the same amlet and as 

per  the  Government  order  in  G.O.Ms.No.110  dated  14.05.2012,  the 

petitioner  must be selected and appointed.  Contrarily, the 3rd respondent, 

who  is  residing  nearby  hamlet  was  appointed  and  thus,  the  order  of 

appointment is to be set aside.
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3.  The  learned  counsel  for  the  3rd respondent  states  that  the  3rd 

respondent  is  senior  in  age  than  the  writ  petitioner  and more so,  scored 

higher marks and thus, there is no infirmity in respect of the appointment of 

the 3rd respondents as Anganwadi Worker.

4. The learned Additional Advocate General appearing on behalf of 

the respondents 1 and 2 furnished a copy of the marks statement and the 

assessment  made  by  the  Interview  Committee.  As  per  the  records,  the 

petitioner SmtA.Ramani scored 13 marks in the interview. However, the 3rd 

respondent  Smt.Chandralekha  scored  24  marks  and  therefore,  she  was 

selected  and  appointed.  The  petitioner  could  not  able  to  establish  any 

acceptable grounds for the purpose of interfering with the appointment of 

the 3rd respondent as Anganwadi Worker.

5. Thus, the Writ Petition is devoid of merits and stands dismissed. 

No costs. 

08.11.2022

Jeni

Index  : Yes 

Speaking order
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To

1.The District Collector

   Villupuram

   

2.The Child Development Project Officer

   Vanur Taluk

   Villupuram District.
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S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.

Jeni

W.P.No.923 of 2018

08.11.2022
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