IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 12.06.2015
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE D.HARIPARANTHAMAN
W.P.No.16707 of 2015

T.P.Thirugnanasambandam
Petitioner

-Versus-—

1.The State of Tamil Nadu,
Rep. By its Secretary to Government,
Revenue (Ser-7 (1) Department,
Secretariat,
Chennai-9.

2.The Principal Secretary and Commissioner
of Revenue Administration,
Chepauk, Chennai=5.

3.The District-Collector,
Erode,
Erode District.
.. .Respondents

Writ Petition filed wunder Article 226 of the Constitution of
India for the relief of issuance of Writ of Mandamus, directing the
1°* respondent to consider the representation of the petitioner
dated 22.04.2015 and pass orders declaring the probation of the
petitioner from the date of initial appointment i.e., 22.08.1994 as
declared in others cases 1in G.0.Y(D) No.315, Revenue [Ser7(1l)]
Department, dated 02.11.2011 and G.O.(1D) No0.228, Revenue [Ser-7
(1)] Department dated 22.08.2012 in pursuant to the orders of this
court dated 12.08.2010 made in W.P.No.18365and 18366 of 2010 and
dated 22.08.2011 made in W.P.No.4730 of 2011 and granting all the
benefits within a reasonable time to be fixed by this court.

For petitioner : Mr.G.Elanchezhiyan

For Respondents : Mr.V.Jayaprakash Narayanan,
Spl. G.P. for R1 to R4

ORDER
The petitioner was a part-time Village Munsif in the year

1976. The said post was abolished pursuant to the policy decision
https://hcserviceQdeours g&v.infe@vRa&snment of Tamil Nadu on 14.11.1980. Thereafter, the



petitioner was selected and appointed as Village Administrative
Officer on 22.08.1994. He Jjoined duty on 22.08.1994. But, the
probation of the petitioner was declared by G.O. (D) No.434, Revenue
[Ser.7(1)] Department, dated 13.10.2009 w.e.f. 04.02.2003. The
grievance of the petitioner 1s that when the declaration of
probation in the case of his juniors were done on completion of
their two years of service, he was declared probation only in the
year 2003. The petitioner made a representation dated 22.04.2015 to
the 1°° respondent to issue an appropriate order declaring probation
as done in the case of similarly placed persons w.e.f. 22.08.1994.
In support of his claim, the petitioner in his representation has
cited wvarious Government Orders and the judgements of this court.
Since there was no response from the 1°° respondent to the
representation made by the petitioner, ‘he has come forward with
this writ petition.

2. I have heard the submissions made on either side.

3. In view of the limited scope of the prayer sought for
by the petitioner, this court directs the 1°- respondent to consider
the representation of the petitioner dated 22.04.2015 on merits and
in accordance- with law in the 1light of the various Government
Orders and the Judgements referred to by the petitioner in his
representation and to pass appropriate orders within a period of
twelve weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. No

costs.
Sd/~
Assistant Registrar
True Copy
Sub Assistant Registrar
kmk
To

1.The Secretary to Government, Revenue (Ser-7(1) Department,
Secretariat, Chennai-9.

2.The Principal Secretary and Commissioner of Revenue
Administration, Chepauk, Chennai->5.

3.The District Collector, Erode, Erode District.

1 cc to Mr.G.Elanchezhiyan , Advocate Sr.No.29029
W.P.No.16707 of 2015

rsk(co)
pmk.29.6.2015
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