
W.P.(MD) No.23443 of 2019

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 27.04.2022

CORAM 

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM

W.P.(MD) No.23443 of 2019

Samsan Selvanayagam ...  Petitioner

-vs-
1. The District Collector,
Tuticorin District, Tuticorin.

2. The Tahsildar,
Tiruchendur Taluk Office,
Tiruchendur, Tuticorin District.

3. Village Administrative Officer,
Elluvaraimukki Village,
Tiruchendur Taluk, Tuticorin District. ...  Respondents

Prayer:- Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying for issuance of Writ of Mandamus directing the 1st and
2nd respondents to initiate appropriate action against the Village
Administrative officer, Elluvaraimukki Village, Tiruchendur Taluk,
Tuticorin District based on the petitioner's representation dated
17.07.2019.

For Petitioner : Mr.S.Bharathi
For Respondents : Mr.D.Sadiq Raja

        Additional Government Pleader

******

O R D E R

The relief sought for in the present writ petition is to
direct respondents 1 and 2 to initiate appropriate action against
the 3rd respondent based on the petitioner's representation dated
17.07.2019.

2. The representation submitted by the petitioner reveals
that  he  was  not  properly  treated  by  the  Village  Administrative
Officer, Elluvaraimukki Village, Tiruchendur Taluk / 3rd respondent.

3.  The  learned  Additional  Government  Pleader  made  a
submission that pursuant to the complaint, an enquiry was conducted
by the competent authorities and they found that the allegations
were not established.  When the authorities called the petitioner
for enquiry, he was not cooperated with the conduct of enquiry and
merely informed the authorities that he has filed the writ petition.
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4. Such a conduct of the petitioner cannot be appreciated.
The petitioner is expected to cooperate for conduct of enquiry, if
at all he has given a complaint to initiate action.  In the present
case,  though  the  petitioner  sent  representation  against  the  3rd

respondent, he has not participated in the enquiry conducted by the
officials  and  the  officials  after  considering  the  facts  and
circumstances, formed an opinion that the allegations against the 3rd

respondent are not established.

5.  This  being  the  factum,  no  further  consideration  is
required and the writ petition deserves to be rejected.

6.  Accordingly,  this  Writ  Petition  stands  dismissed.   No
costs.

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (RTI)

// True Copy //

                 /  /2022
Sub Assistant Registrar(CS)

abr

To

1. The District Collector,
Tuticorin District, Tuticorin.

2. The Tahsildar,
Tiruchendur Taluk Office,
Tiruchendur, Tuticorin District.

3. Village Administrative Officer,
Elluvaraimukki Village,
Tiruchendur Taluk, Tuticorin District.

+1 CC to M/s.SPL.GP. ( SR-22088[F] dated 28/04/2022 )
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