
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 16/12/2015

C O R A M

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE T.S.SIVAGNANAM

W.P.No.39555 of 2015

A. Thirunavukkarasu ... Petitioner 

Vs

1.  The Inspector of Panchayats/
        The District Collector 
     Villupuram District
     Villupuram 605 602.

2.  The Assistant Director of Panchayats
     The Collectorate
     Villupuram.

3.  The Block Development Officer
     Mugaiyur
     Villupuram District. ... Respondents

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India,  praying  to  issue  a  Writ  of  Mandamus  to  direct  the
respondents to consider the representation dated 28/9/2015 of
the  petitioner  regarding  disbursal  of  contract  amount  of
Rs.5,35,000/- for the work executed by the petitioner.

For Petitioner ... Mr.K.Govindaraj
For respondents ... Mr.R.Rajeswaran

Spl.G.P
for R.R.1 and 2.

Mr.M.L.Mahendran
Government Advocate
for R.3.

O R D E R

Heard Mr.K.Govindaraj, learned counsel for the petitioner,
Mr.R.Rajeswaran,  learned  Special  Government  Pleader  for  the
respondents 1 and 2 and  Mr.L.Mahendran for the third respondent.

2.  With the consent of the learned counsel appearing on
either side, the writ petition is taken up for final disposal,
at the admission stage itself.

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



3.  This writ petition has been filed praying to  direct the
respondents to consider the representation dated 28/9/2015 of
the  petitioner  regarding  disbursal  of  contract  amount  of
Rs.5,35,000/- for the work executed by the petitioner.

4.  The petitioner, who is the Contractor of the Village
President, is said to have done certain works for the Panchayat,
states that a sum of Rs.5,35,000/- is due and payable to the
petitioner and this amount has not been disbursed inspite of the
petitioner completed all the works about eight months back.

5.  Since the writ petition is disposed of, at the admission
stage  itself,  the  merits  of  the  allegations  made  by  the
petitioner are not gone into and it is for the authorities to
verify the same.  However, it has to be pointed out that if the
Contractor completed the work in full and there are no other
claims,  then  it  goes  without  saying  that  the  Contractor  is
entitled for payment.  However, it has to be verified as to
whether  the  statement  made  by  the  petitioner  that  he  has
completed the work in full is correct for which purpose, there
will be a direction to the second respondent to consider the
petitioner's  representation  dated  28/9/2015  and  proceed  in
accordance with law, within a period of eight weeks from the
date of receipt of a copy of this order.   No costs.

                              
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS VII)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar
mvs.
To
1.  The Inspector of Panchayats/
        The District Collector 
     Villupuram District
     Villupuram 605 602.
2.  The Assistant Director of Panchayats
     The Collectorate
     Villupuram.
3.  The Block Development Officer
     Mugaiyur
     Villupuram District.

+1cc to M/s K. Govindaraj, Advocate, S.R.No.67668
+1cc to the Government Pleader, S.R.No.68167

GR(CO)
EU(08/01/2015)
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