W.P.No.42151 of 2016

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 22.09.2022

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM

W.P.No0.42151 of 2016
and W.M.P. Nos.36064 to 36066 of 2016

Durai. Subramaniam ... Petitioner
Vs.

1. The District Collector,
Namakkal District.

2.The Block Development Officer,
Elachipalayam, Tiruchengode Taluk,
Namakkal District.

3.Panchayat President,
Kuppandapalayam Panchayat,
Elachipalayam, Tiruchengode Taluk,
Namakkal District.

4 Labour Officer,
Labour Department,
Salem District.

5.Perumal ... Respondents

Prayer : Writ Petition filed Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, to issue

a writ of Mandamus, directing the Respondents to consider the Petitioner;s
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representation dated 17.10.2013 and direct the 1st Respondent to pass the orders
within the stipulated period fixed by this Court.
For Petitioner : Mr.T.Karunamoorthy for
M/s.A.Lobamudra
For Respondents : Mr.S.Rajesh
Government Advocate for

R1, R2 and R4

Mr.M.D.Ilayaraja for R3

ORDER

The relief sought for in the present writ petition is to direct the respondents
to consider the petitioner representation submitted by the writ petitioner on

17.10.2013 and to pass orders.

2.The representation dated 17.10.2013 submitted by the petitioner reveals
that he was working as Panchayat Assistant and submitted a resignation letter
which was accepted and he was relieved from the service. The petitioner raised
certain personal allegation against the panchayat officials and the elected persons.

Those allegations cannot be adjudicated in a writ proceedings. However, the fact
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remains that the petitioner submitted a resignation letter which was accepted and
the resolution was passed. Thereafter, the 5" respondent was appointed as
Panchayat Assistant and now working for the past more than five years. That
apart, a representation dated 17.10.2013, was addressed to the Hon'ble Chief
Minister's Special Cell and based on such representation, High Court cannot issue
a direction to the authorities to consider the same. The representation is to be
treated as mercy petition as it was addressed to the Chief Minister's Special Cell.

For all this reasons, the directions as such sought for cannot be granted.

3.Accordingly, this writ petition stands dismissed. No Costs. Consequently,
connected miscellaneous petitions are closed.
22.09.2022
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Internet : Yes
Speaking order
SST

To

1.The District Collector,
Namakkal District.
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S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.

SSr

2.The Block Development Officer,
Elachipalayam, Tiruchengode Taluk,
Namakkal District.

3.Panchayat President,
Kuppandapalayam Panchayat,
Elachipalayam, Tiruchengode Taluk,
Namakkal District.

4 Labour Officer,
Labour Department,
Salem District.
W.P.No.42151 of 2016
and W.M.P. Nos.36064 to 36066 of 2016
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