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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 05.04.2017
CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.S.SUNDAR

W.P. (MD) .No.4681 of 2017
and
W.M.P. (MD) .Nos. 3757 and 3758 of 2017

Sasikumar .. Petitioner

Vs.

The Block Development Officer,
Office of the Panchayat Union,
Pudukkottai. .. Respondents

PRAYER: Writ petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, praying to issue a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, Calling
for records of the respondent in Na.Ka.Thi.4/0154/2017, dated
27.01.2017 and quash the same and direct the respondent to reinstate
the petitioner.

For Petitioner : Mr.P.Ganapathi Subramanian
For Respondent : Mr.J. Gunaseelan Muthiah
Government Advocate
* % *
ORDER

This Writ Petition has been filed Dby the petitioner
challenging the records of the respondent in Na.Ka.Thi.4/0154/2017,
dated 27.01.2017 and quash the same and direct the respondent to
reinstate the petitioner.

2.Heard Mr.J.Gunaseelan Mauthiah, learned Government Advocate
appearing for the respondent.

3.Though the writ petition has been filed for issuing a writ of
Certiorarified Mandamus seeking positive direction to quash the
order dated 27.01.2017 and to direct the respondent to reinstate the
petitioner, the learned counsel for the petitioner would request
this court that the petitioner will be satisfied if a direction 1is
issued to consider the petitioner’s representation dated 23.02.2017
and 08.03.2017 requesting the respondents to revoke the order of
suspension within a time stipulated by this court.

4.The order impugned in the present writ petition is the order
suspending the petitioner in view of the registration of a criminal
mmwm&g%%eaﬂgﬁ$ﬂﬁémw&$e petitioner and the arrest of the petitioner
following the registration of the complaint. The criminal case
registered against the petitioner 1is at the instance of an
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individual for the alleged offences under Section 436 of Indian
Pefiail Cglc.

5.Having regard to the nature of <c¢criminal case and the
representations of the petitioner for revocation of suspension, this
court 1is inclined to pass the following direction.

“The respondent is directed to <consider the
petitioner’s representation dated 08.03.2017 on
merits and in accordance with law within a period of
eight weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order.”

6.With the above directions, this Writ Petition is disposed
of. No costs. Consequently, the connected miscellaneous petitions
are closed.
Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (RTI)
/True copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar
To
The Block Development Officer,
Office of the Panchayat Union,
Pudukkottai.
+1 CC to MR.P.GANAPTHISUBRAMANIAN, Advocate, SR No. 50363
KM/MR
PSM/SV-MMS/18.04.2017/2P/3C
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