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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 22-02-2024

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M. SUBRAMANIAM

And

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE K.RAJASEKAR

WP No.21309 of 2023

And

WMP Nos.20707 and 20708 of 2023

A.Nooralshaba ..  Petitioner 

-vs-

1.The Registrar General,

   Madras High Court,

   Chennai-600 104.

2.The Registrar Recruitment,

   Madras High Court,

   Chennai-600 104.

3.The Court Manager,

   O/o.The District Court Erode,

   Erode. ..  Respondents
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Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

praying for the issuance of a Certiorarified Mandamus, calling for the entire 

records  of  the  second  respondent  pertaining  to  the  impugned  candidates 

called  of  provisionally  selected  candidates  posts  for  Junior  Bailiff  list 

published on dated 27.01.2023 in connection with the selection process for 

the  Notification  No.160/2022  dated  24.07.2022  in  so  far  as  petitioner  is 

concerned  by the  second  respondent  for  the  posts  of  Junior  Bailiff  and 

quash the same as illegal and consequently direct the second respondent to 

appoint the petitioner in vacancy arose in the Junior Bailiff post based on 

the communal reservation and priority.

For Petitioner   : Mr.M.Dinesh

For Respondents : Mr.B.Vijay

O R D E R

[ORDER OF THE COURT WAS MADE

BY S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.]

The Selection List for appointment to the post of Junior Bailiff 

published on 27.01.2023, is under challenge in the present writ proceedings.
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2. The grievance of the writ petitioner is that she is eligible to 

avail the quota provided for BC (Muslim). Further, the petitioner is eligible 

to  avail  the  First  Generation  Graduate  Quota.  Since  the  candidates,  who 

secured lesser marks than that of the petitioner are selected, the present writ 

petition came to be instituted.

3.  Mr.B.Vijay,  learned  counsel  for  the  respondents  would 

oppose the contentions raised on behalf of the petitioner by stating that the 

petitioner has not applied under the BC (Muslim) category and therefore, 

she is not entitled to claim the benefit of quota earmarked for BC (Muslim). 

More-so,  the  petitioner  scored  87  marks  and  not  within  the  zone  of 

consideration.  The cut  off  mark for  BC/GT/PSTM is  128.  Therefore,  the 

petitioner was not selected.

4. The petitioner is not eligible even under the First Generation 

Graduate  Quota.  Therefore,  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  is  untenable. 

Consequently,  the present  writ  petition  stands  dismissed.  However,  there 
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shall  be no order as  to costs.  Consequently, the connected miscellaneous 

petitions are also dismissed.

(S.M.SUBRAMANIAM,J.) (K.RAJASEKAR,J.)

     22-02-2024

Index  : Yes/No

Internet: Yes/No

Speaking order/Non-Speaking order
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To

1.The Registrar General,

   Madras High Court,

   Chennai-600 104.

2.The Registrar Recruitment,

   Madras High Court,

   Chennai-600 104.

3.The Court Manager,

   O/o.The District Court Erode,

   Erode.
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S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.

AND

K.RAJASEKAR, J.
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