1

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED
CORAM:

21.06.2017

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE A.SELVAM

and

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.AUTHINATHAN

W.P(MD)No.6019 of 2017

T.Muthupandi
Vs.

1.The Director of Panchayat
Rural Development Department,
Panagal Maligai, Saidapet,
Chennai.

2.The Inspector of Panchayat/
District Collector,
Ramnad District.

3.The Block Development Officer,
Kadaladi, Ramnad District.

4 .The Tahsildar,
Kadaladi Taluk,
Ramnad District.

5.Kolusammal Beevi,
Ex.President,
S.tharaikudi Panchayat,
Kadaladi Taluk, Ramnad District.

PRAYER: Writ Petition 1s filed
Constitution of India praying for
Mandamus directing the respondents

action against the fifth respondent.

For Petitioner

For Respondents
1, 2 and 4

For Respondent No.b5

For Respondent No.3

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

A

Petitioner

Respondents
under Article 226 of the
the issuance of a Writ of
1 to 4 to take appropriate

Mr.S.Satheesh Kumar

Mr .K.Guru,
dditional Government Pleader.

Mr.R.Gandhi

No appearance



ORDER

[Order of the Court was made by A.SELVAM, J.]

This writ petition has been filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India praying to direct the respondents 1 to 4 to
take appropriate action against the fifth respondent in respect of
the allegations levelled against her, by way of issuing a writ of
mandamus.

2.The 1learned counsel appearing for the petitioner has
contended to the effect that several representations have Dbeen
given to wvarious authorities and thereby levelled so many
allegations against the fifth respondent, but no fruitful action
has come out and under the said circumstances, the present writ
petition has been filed for getting the relief sought therein.

3.The learned counsel appearing for the fifth respondent
has contended to the effect that for the purpose of enquiring into
allegations to be levelled against Village President, Ombudsman
has been established by virtue of Tamil Nadu Local Bodies
Ombudsman Act, 2014 and the petitioner without approaching the
said Committee has erroneously approached this Court and therefore
the present writ petition is liable to be dismissed.

4.Considering the fact that already an Act has been passed
for the purpose of enquiring into allegations to be levelled
against the Village President, this Court 1is of the view that
necessary direction cannot be given to the respondents 1 to 4 and
therefore the present writ petition deserves to be dismissed.

5.In fine, this writ petition 1is dismissed. No costs.

Sd/ -
Assistant Registrar (Records)
/True Copy/

Sub-Assistant Registrar

To

1.The Director of Panchayat Rural Development Department,
Panagal Maligai, Saidapet, Chennai.

2.The Inspector of Panchayat/ District Collector,
Ramnad District.

3.The Block Development Officer, Kadaladi, Ramnad District.

4 .The Tahsildar, Kadaladi Taluk, Ramnad District.

+One cc to Mr.S.Satheeshkumar, Advocate, SR.No.61271

+One cc to Mr.R.Gandhi, Advocate, SR.No.61643

+One cc to The Special Government Pleader, SR.No.61652
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