W.P.No. 5320 of 2013

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 29.11.2021
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE D.KRISHNAKUMAR

W.P.No. 5320 of 2013

M.Govindarasu ..Petitioner
Vs

1. The Chairman,

Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
Anna Salai,
Chennai-600002.

2.The Superintendent Engineer,
Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
O & M, Salem District.

3. The Junior Engineer (Rural)

O &M,
Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
Attur PO - 636102. ..Respondents

Prayer: Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of Constitution of India
for writ of mandamus, directing the respondents to consider the
petitioner's representation dated 11.07.2012 and to pass such further
or other orders.

For Petitioner : Mr.L.Rajendran

For Respondents : Mr. Haroon Al Raseed
For M/s. T.S.Gopalan & Co
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ORDER
The relief sought for in the writ petition is to direct the
respondents to consider the petitioner's representation dated

11.07.2012 and to pass such further or other orders.

2. Heard both sides and perused the materials available on

record.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
writ petitioner has made several representations to the respondents
to consider for granting ex-gratia payment from the year 2003 to
2008 and to regularise the service of the petitioner. It is further
submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioner that the petitioner
has lastly submitted a representation on 11.07.2012 to the 1%
respondent and no orders have been passed till date, hence this

present writ petition.

4. On the other hand, the learned Standing Counsel for the
respondent Board has brought to the notice of this Court that the
petitioner's representation dated 11.07.2012 was duly considered by

the respondent and rejected and the same was also communicated to
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the petitioner. The learned Standing counsel has further submitted
that, if the petitioner really aggrieved by the rejection order passed
by the respondent, it is for the petitioner to work out his remedy

before the appropriate forum.

5. In view of the submissions made by the learned standing
counsel appearing for the respondent that the petitioner's
representation was already considered and orders passed, there is
nothing survives for adjudication in the writ petition. Accordingly, the
writ petition stands dismissed as having become infructuous. No

costs.
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To

1. The Chairman,

Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
Anna Salai,
Chennai-600002.

2.The Superintendent Engineer,
Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
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O & M, Salem District.

3. The Junior Engineer (Rural)
Oo&Mm,
Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
Attur PO - 636102.
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D.KRISHNAKUMAR, J.
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