IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 08.12.2015
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE K.KALYANASUNDARAM

W.P.No.37624 of 2015
and MP.No.1l of 2015
T.Periyasamy ... Petitioner
Vs.
1.The Director General of Police
P.0.Box No.601l, Dr.Radhakrishnan Salai,
Mylapore, Chennai-4.

2.The Commissioner of Police
No.1l4, EVR Salai,
Vepery, Chennai-7.

3.D.Lakshmi
4 .M. Sudha . .. Respondents

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of.the Constitution of
India praying for issuance of a Writ of mandamus. directing the
respondents to consider the 'representation. of "the petitioner
dated 30.05.2013 and revise the date of their “B” 1list for the
post of Sub Inspector as on 10.04.2004 and grant consequential
seniority so as to enable them to be promoted to the post of

Inspector.
For Petitioner ¢ Mr.Sudhakaran
[ioXaly e sua (=00l Ulclay
For Respondents : Mr.S.Gunasekaran, GA for Rl and R2.

O RDER

This writ petition is filed seeking for writ of mandamus
directing the respondents to consider the representation of the
petitioner dated 30.05.2013 and - revise. the. date of their “B”
list for the post of Sub-Inspector ‘as on 10.04.2004 and grant
consequential @ seniority @ and promote them to the post of
Inspector of Police.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



2.The grievance expressed by the petitioner is that due to
delay to attend the range promotion board for the year 2004,
about 950 direct women sub-inspectors were recruited and they
were placed above the petitioner. Therefore, the seniority of
the ©petitioner was affected and his —representation dated
30.05.2013 given to the first respondent to refix his seniority
was not considered till date. Hence, the petitioner approached
this court by way of this writ petition.

3.The learned Government Advocate submitted that the
petitioner has not produced any valid proof for submitting his
representation dated 30.05.2013.

4 .Heard the submissions of Mr.Sudhakaran learned counsel
appearing for the petitioner and  Mr.S.Gunasekaran, Government
Advocate who accepts notice on behalf of the respondents.

5.This Court, taking into consideration‘® the submission of
the learned counsel for the petitioner in the light of the above
facts and circumstances, permits the petitioner to submit one
more representation to the first respondent by enclosing a copy
of this order and relevant records within a.period of two weeks
from the date of receipt of a copy of this order ‘and on receipt
of the same, the firrst respondent shall consider the
representation and pass orders on merits and in accordance with
law within a period of eight weeks thereafter and communicate
the decision taken to the petitioner.

6.The Writ Petition is disposed of accordingly. No costs.
Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed.

sd/-
Assistant Registrar
True Copy

Sub Assistant-Registrar

To
1.The Director General of Police

P.0.Box No.601, Dr.Radhakrishnan Salai,
Mylapore, Chennai-4.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



2.The Commissioner of Police
No.1l4, EVR Salai,
Vepery, Chennai-7.

+lcc to Mr.Karan & Uday, Advocate sr.65763
+]lcc to The Government Pleader Sr.65962
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