IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATE: 02.08.2018
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE SATRUGHANA PUJAHART

W.P.No.19904 of 2018

A.Saravanan ..Petitioner
Vs

Principal Secretary to Government,
Municipal Administration &
Water Department,
Fort St.Goerge,
Chennai 600 009 . .Respondent

Prayer:- Writ- petition filed wunder Article 226 of the
Constitution of India praying to issue a "writ -of mandamus
directing the respondent herein to pass orders on merits and
in accordance with law on the petitioner'"s representation
dated 24.01.2018 regarding regqularisation of the services of
the petitioner as Sports Officer (erstwhile called Stadium
Officer) w.e.f. 29.09.2015 1in accordance with the amended
rules of Chennai Corporation General Service Rules, 1970 as
done in the case o Mr.Selvaraj in proceedings
Po.Thu.Na.Ka.No.E2/16102/2015 dated 12.05.2015 within a time-
frame as deem fit and proper by this Court.

For Petitioner : M/s.G.Bala and Daisy

For Respondent : Mr.V.Kadhirvelu,
Special Government Pleader

ORDER

Mr.V.Kadhirvelu, learned Special Government Pleader takes
notice on behalf of the sole respondent.

2. The grievance of the petitioner in this case is that
he is working continuously as Sports Officer for three years
under the respondent and relevant Chennai Corporation General
Service Rules amended in recent past, mandates for
regularisation of his services and as such he has made a
representation to the respondent dates back on 24.01.2018 to
regularise his service but no decision has yet been taken by
the respondent on the same. Hence, he has filed the writ
petition seeking writ of mandamus directing the respondent to
consider his representation in accordance with law especially

taking note of the aforesaid service Rules.
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3. The learned counsel for the ©petitioner submits
considering the nature of relief sought for, his prayer may be
allowed without seeking the reply affidavit.

4. The learned Special Government Pleader appearing for
the respondent submits that the respondent have no objection
for consideration of his such representation within the time
to be stipulated by this Court but no fetter be put on the
respondent to dispose of the representation in any particular
manner.

5. Considering the facts and submissions made by the
learned counsel appearing for the parties and nature of relief
sought for, this Court disposes of this writ petition without
seeking reply affidavit of the respondent, with the direction
to the respondent to consider the representation of the
petitioner made taking note of the service Rules, if any in
this regard, by which the petitioner is stated to be governed
and pass a speaking order on the same, within a period of six
weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this Order and
communicate such ~decision to the petitioner  forthwith.
However, it 'is made clear that this Court “has expressed no
opinion on merit ~of such representation in. any manner. No
costs.

Py
Deputy Registrar (CS)
//True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
lok
To
Principal Secretary to Government,
Municipal Administration & Water Department,
Fort St.Goerge,

Chennai 600 009.

+ 1 cc to M/s. G. Bala & Daisy, Advocate Sr.52954
+ 1 cc to Mr.Goverment Pleader Sr.55060
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