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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
Dated : 04.01.2017

Coram

The Hon'ble Mr.Justice B.Rajendran

Writ Petition No0.22259 of 2016
and
W.M.P.No0s.18990, 21649 and 21650 of 2016

T.Govindaraj ...Petitioner

Vs.

The Commissioner,
HR & CE Department
Uttamar Gandhi Salai,
Chennai — 600 034.

The Joint Commissioner,
HR & CE Department,
Salem.

V.Muniyappan Gounder
V .Karian @ Muniappan
V. Kannayiram
V.Muniraj
V.Chinnathambi
V.Nadu Muniappan
P.Chinapachiappan
P.Rani

C.R.Thirupathi



12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.

C.R.Lakshmanan
C.R.Krishnan
C.Mariyappan
E.Thirupathi
T.Mariyappan
K.Maatukara Muniappan
V.Madhu
G.Mariappan
G.Mahendran
P.Srinivasan
P.Krishnamoorthy

...Respondents

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, for

issuance of Writ of Certiorari to call for records of the proceedings of the

second respondent in Na.Ka.No.2305/2015/AS5, dated 15.06.2016, and to

quash the same.

For Petitioner : M/s.G.Sumitra

For Respondents 1 and 2 : Mr.M.Mahara;j
Special Government Pleader
(HR.& CE)

For Respondents 8, 11 to 22
Mr.R.Dakshinamurthy

ORDER

The petitioner has filed this Writ Petition, praying for issuance of a

Writ of Certiorari to quash the proceedings of the second respondent, dated

15.06.2016.
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2. The case of the petitioner in short is that, feeling aggrieved
against the order passed by the second respondent/Joint Commissioner, the
petitioner has preferred a Revision Petition, being R.P.No.198 of 2016,
before the first respondent/Commissioner, H.R & C.E. Department, and
during the pendency of the said Revision, the second respondent/Joint
Commissioner, by the impugned proceedings, dated 15.06.2016, has called
for a fresh election meeting to be held on 01.07.2016, which has been stayed
by this Court, by order, dated 29.06.2016, made in W.M.P.No0.18990 of

2016 of this Writ Petition.

3 When the Writ Petition is taken up for hearing today, the
learned counsel appearing for the petitioner as well as the learned Special
Government Pleader for the respondent/H.R. & C.E. Department submitted
that the Revision Petition filed by the petitioner before the first
respondent/Commissioner H.R & C.E. Department has been heard and
orders have been reserved. Therefore, both the parties agreed that they will
abide by the decision to be taken by the first respondent in the said Revision

Petition.
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4. In view of the subsequent developments taken place during the
pendency of the Writ Petition, nothing survives in this Writ Petition for
adjudication.  However, it is open to the parties, whoever is aggrieved
against the orders to be passed by the Appellate Authority, viz., the first
respondent/Commissioner to approach this Court. Accordingly, the Writ
Petition is closed. No costs. Consequently, connected Miscellaneous

Petitions are closed.
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To

1. The Commissioner,
HR & CE Department
Uttamar Gandhi Salai,
Chennai — 600 034.

2. The Joint Commissioner,

HR & CE Department,
Salem.



B.Rajendran, J.
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Writ Petition No0.22259 of 2016
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