
W.P. No.46397 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 22.01.2026

CORAM:

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M. DHANDAPANI

W.P. No.46397 of 2025

and W.M.P.Nos.51745 & 51747 of 2025

1. M.Iyyappan

2. B.Sathya

3. Arivazhagan

4. Livin Singh Dhinakaran

5. S.Ananth … Petitioners

Vs

1. The Secretary to Government,

Home (Police III) Department, 

Fort St. George,

Chennai – 600 009.

2. The Chairman,

T.N. Uniformed Services Recruitment Board,

Egmore, Chennai – 600 008.

3. The Director General of Police,

Mylapore, Chennai – 600 004.

4. Rahul R

5. Karthikeyan R

6. Veeraganesh T

7. Pandidurai P

8. Vennila N

9. Chitradevi A … Respondents
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W.P. No.46397 of 2025

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

praying to issue Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, calling for records pertaining 

to  the  provisional  selection  listed  bearing  notification  No.1/2023  dated 

05.05.2023 published on 27.10.2025 issued by the second respondent, quash the 

same as unconstitutional, only to the extent of substituting respondents 4 to 9 in 

the  BC/BC(Women)  reservation  category  and  thereby  not  selecting  the 

petitioners under the BC/BC(W) reservation category and consequently direct 

the second respondent to select the petitioners under the BC/BC(W) reservation 

category within time frame fixed by this Court. 

For petitioners : Mr.P.Arumugavel

For respondents

   For R1 & R3 : Mr.P.Balathandayutham

  Special Government Pleader

For R2 : Mr.P.Kumaresan

  Additional Advocate General

  Assisted by Mrs.D.Sowmi Dattan

  Standing Counsel

   For R4 to R9 : No appearance 

ORDER

This  Writ  Petition  has  been  filed challenging  the  provisional 

selection listed bearing notification No.1/2023 dated 05.05.2023 published on 

27.10.2025 issued by the second respondent, only to the extent of substituting 

respondents 4 to 9 in the BC/BC(Women) reservation category and thereby not 

selecting  the  petitioners  under  the  BC/BC(W)  reservation  category  and 

consequently direct the second respondent to select the petitioners under the 

BC/BC(W) reservation category within time frame fixed by this Court. 
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W.P. No.46397 of 2025

2. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioners would submit that 

the petitioners are belonging to the Backward Class (hereinafter referred to as 

“BC”) community and they participated in the selection for  the post of  Sub 

Inspector  of  Police  (men  &  women)  vide  notification  No.01  of  2023.  The 

grievances of the petitioners are that post in the BC category was converted into 

Most Backward Class category and given to them. Challenging the same the 

present Writ Petition is filed. 

3. However, the learned Additional Advocate General appearing for 

the second respondent would submit that the respondents have no role in the 

selection process and the entire selection was done by the Judicial Committee 

appointed by this Court in W.P.No.32347 of 2024 by an order dated 22.04.2025 

and on the basis of the Judicial Committee report the entire selection was made. 

He  further  submitted  that  the  report  of  the  Judicial  Committee  was  placed 

before the Hon’ble Division Bench of this Court in W.A.No.2552 of 2025 and 

by  an  order  dated  08.10.2025,  the  Hon’ble  Division  Bench  directed  the 

respondents to publish the result and accordingly, he prayed for dismissal of this 

Writ Petition.
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W.P. No.46397 of 2025

4. This  Court  has  carefully  considered  the  submissions  made  by 

learned counsel on either side and perused the materials available on record.

5. In respect of the petitioners are concerned, the first petitioner has 

scored 81 marks in the BC category and the date of birth of the first petitioner is 

07.01.1993. Whereas, the person who selected in the BC category has the cut 

off mark of 81 and his the date of birth is 15.05.1990 viz., Duraisingh C. In 

respect  of  the  other  petitioners,  they have  scored 75,  80.75,  80.75 & 80.75 

marks respectively. Whereas, the successful candidates have scored 75.25, 81, 

81 & 81 marks respectively. If at all the petitioners have any grievances, they 

have to challenge the Judicial Committee report,  which was affirmed by the 

Division Bench of this Court. Therefore, this Court is not inclined to entertain 

this Writ Petition.

6. Accordingly,  the  Writ  Petition  stands  dismissed.  However  the 

petitioners are at liberty to work out their remedy in the manner known to law. 

Consequently, connected miscellaneous petitions are closed. No costs. 

22.01.2026

Index :Yes/No

Speaking/Non-speaking order

Neutral Citation : Yes/No

rts
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W.P. No.46397 of 2025

To

1. The Secretary to Government,

Home (Police III) Department, 

Fort St. George,

Chennai – 600 009.

2. The Chairman,

T.N. Uniformed Services Recruitment Board,

Egmore, Chennai – 600 008.

3. The Director General of Police,

Mylapore, Chennai – 600 004.
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W.P. No.46397 of 2025

M. DHANDAPANI, J.

rts

W.P. No.46397 of 2025 and

W.M.P.Nos.51745 & 51747 of 2025

22.01.2026
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