IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 18.4.2017
CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE HULUVADI G.RAMESH
AND
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.SATHISH KUMAR

W.A.No.277 of 2017
C.Velu ... Appellant/Petitioner
Versus

1 The Government of Tamil Nadu
Rep. by idts Secretary
Home Department
Fort St. George Chennai-600 009.

2 Director General of Police
Mylapore Chennai-600 004.

3 Commissioner of Police
Vepery Chennai-600 007. ... Respondents/Respondents

Prayer: Writ Appeal filed filed under Clause 15 of the Letters
Patent against the order dated 20.9.2016 passed in W.P.No.395
of 2016 on the file of this court.

This Writ Petition @ filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India praying for issuance of a Writ of Mandamus
directing the Respondents to pass orders on the petitioners
representation dated 31.01.2015 within the stipulated period as
fixed by this Honourable Court.

For appellant : Mr.S.Parthasarathy

For R1 and R2 : Mr.P.S.3ivashanmugasundaram,
Special Government Pleader

JUDGMENT

(Judgment of the court was made by HULUVADI G.RAMESH, J.)

Heard the learned counsel appearing for the appellant and
Mr.P.S.Sivashanmugasundaram, learned Special Government Pleader,
appearing for the respondents.

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



2. The writ appeal has been filed challenging the order of
the learned Single Judge dismissing the writ petition filed by
the appellant seeking a direction to the respondents to
consider his representation dated 31.1.2015 through which he is
said to have claimed correction of his date of birth from as
7.10.1963 instead of 4.3.1962 1in the service records to get
extended period of service by one year and seven months.

3. It appears that the writ petition was dismissed by the
learned Single Judge on the ground of laches that the
representation was not submitted within five years of joining in
the service and even assuming that he had submitted such
representation, he had not explained the reasons for the delay
in submitting the representation.

4. We also find that there is no proof for having submitted

such a representation. In such a view of the matter, we do not
find any scope for interference with the ~order passed by the
learned Single Judge. Therefore, the writ appeal is dismissed.
No costs.

sd/-

Assistant Registrar (CS VI)
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ssk.
To
1 The Secretary,
The Government of Tamil Nadu,
Home Department,
Fort St. George, Chennai-600 009.
2 The Director General of Police,
Mylapore, Chennai-600 004.
3 The Commissioner of Police

Vepery, 'Chennai-600 007.

+lcc to Mr.S.Parthasarathy, Advocate Sr.23138
+lcc to the Government Pleader Sr.23832
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