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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 07.04.2025
CORAM
THE HON'BLE Mr. JUSTICE C.V.KARTHIKEYAN

W.P.No0.12370 of 2025
G.P.A.Joshua .. Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Director of School Education,
DPI Campus,
Chennai — 6.

2.The Chief Educational Officer,
Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri District.

3.The District Education Officer, (Secondary Grade)
Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri Distirct.

4. The Headmaster,
Concordia Higher Secondary School,
Barugur — 635 104,
Krishnagiri District. .. Respondents

Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
praying to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the 3™ respondent to
approve the appointment of the petitioner as B.T.Assistant (Maths) with
effect from date of initial appointment and give all the consequential

benefits by considering the submitted proposal by the 4™ respondent school
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on 07.06.2017 and with all consequential benefits and in accordance with

law, within a time to be stipulated by this Court.

For Petitioner .. Mr.P.Ganesan
For R1 to R3 .. Ms.S.Mythreye Chandru, SGP
ORDER

This Writ Petition has been filed in the nature of a Mandamus seeking
a direction 3™ respondent to grant approval of the appointment of the

petitioner as BT Assistant (Maths) from the date of initial appointment of

the petitioner in the 4™ respondent school.

2.Ms.Mythreye Chandru, learned Special Government Pleader had

taken notice for the 1%, 2" and 3" respondents.

3.1t is contended that there was a dispute among the management of
the 4™ respondent school and therefore, any proposal sent was not granted
approval and there was also objections raised for grant of approval. It is

further contended that the petitioner had been appointed in the year 2017
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and approval of that particular appointment was sought after a period eight
years.

4.The learned counsel claims that the correspondent who had
appointed the Headmaster of the 4th respondent school had appointed the
petitioner also as BT Assistant (Maths) and that the appointment of the
Headmaster had been approved by the respondents. But, every appointment

will have to be examined on a case to case basis.

5.The respondents may call for the entire records from the 4"
respondent and also call for objections, if any, from the management for the
appointment of the petitioner and determine whether the petitioner is
otherwise eligible and also seek explanation for the inordinate delay from
2017 till 2025 and thereafter, pass appropriate orders. Necessary orders in
this regard must be passed by the 2™ respondent after getting the remarks
from the 3™ respondent on all the aforementioned aspects with in a period
of eight weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. This Writ
Petition is disposed of even without issuing notice to the 4™ respondent. No
costs.
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To

1.The Director of School Education,
DPI Campus,
Chennai — 6.

2.The Chief Educational Officer,
Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri District.

3.The District Education Officer, (Secondary Grade)
Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri Distirct.

4. The Headmaster,
Concordia Higher Secondary School,
Barugur — 635 104,
Krishnagiri District.
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C.V.KARTHIKEYAN.,J.

Smv

W.P.No.12370 of 2025
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