
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 12.09.2017 

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE M.S.RAMESH

W.P.No.40690 of 2015

Renuka    ...   Petitioner 

Vs   

1. The District Collector,
    Singaravelan Maaligai,
    Chennai.

2. The Commissioner of Police,
    Vepery, Chennai.

3. The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
    Guindy Circle, Chennai – 600 032.

4. The Tahsildar,
    Mambalam-Guindy Taluk,
    Saidpaet, Chennai – 600 015.

5. Inspector of Police,
    J-3  Guindy Police Station, 
    Guindy, Chennai
(suo-motu impleaded as 5th respondent 
by an order dated 12.09.2017)    ...   Respondents

Prayer:  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  petitioner's
representation dated 22.09.2015 and typed as 22.07.2015 and pass
suitable orders in accordance with law.

For Petitioner : Mr.R.Rajaramani

For Respondents: Mr.D.Vairamoorthy
Special Government Pleader

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



ORDER

This Writ Petition has been filed to direct the respondents
to consider the petitioner's representation dated 22.07.2015 and
pass suitable orders in accordance with law.   
 

2. By consent of both the parties, the main writ petition
itself is taken up for final disposal at the admission stage
itself.

3. The grievance of the petitioner is that some unknown
persons were trying to unearth the samathi of the petitioner's
great  grand  mother  with  the  help  of  JCB  Machine.  In  this
connection, he had given a representation to the respondents on
22.07.2015 and since the representation was not considered, the
present writ petition has been filed. 

4. The learned Special Government Pleader on instructions
submitted   that  the  proper  authority  to  consider  the
petitioner's representation would be the Inspector of Police, J-
3 Guindy Police Station, Guindy, Chennai and no representation
has been received by the respondents. 

5. In view of the said submission, the Inspector of Police,
J-3 Guindy Police Station, Guindy, Chennai is suo-motu impleaded
as a party respondent.
 

6.  However,  the  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the
petitioner  submitted  that  he  is  still  aggrieved  against  the
illegal  activities  which  were  taken  place  in  the  subject
property. In this background, the petitioner is granted liberty
to  make  a  fresh  complaint  to  the   Inspector  of  Police,  J-3
Guindy Police Station, Guindy, Chennai and on receipt of the
same, the Inspector of Police, J-3 Guindy Police Station, Guindy
shall  consider  such  representation,  within  a  period  of  eight
weeks from the date of such complaint.

7.  With the above observations, the writ petition stands
disposed of. No costs. 

                              
                            Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CO)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

cgi/arr
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To  

1. The District Collector,
    Singaravelan Maaligai,
    Chennai.

2. The Commissioner of Police,
    Vepery, Chennai.

3. The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
    Guindy Circle, Chennai – 600 032.

4. The Tahsildar,
    Mambalam-Guindy Taluk,
    Saidpaet, Chennai – 600 015.

5. Inspector of Police,
    J-3  Guindy Police Station, 
    Guindy, Chennai

6. The Public Prosecutor, 
    High Court, Madras.

+ 1 cc toMr. R. Raja Ramani, Advocate SR.66291

 W.P.No.40690 of 2015
 
PVS(CO)
EU(06/10/2017)
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