
Rev.Aplc(MD)No.232 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 13.10.2025

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C.V.KARTHIKEYAN

and

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE R.VIJAYAKUMAR

Rev.Aplc(MD)No.232 of 2025

and

C.M.P(MD)No.16750 of 2025

1.The Secretary to Government,
   Revenue Department,
   Secretariat,
   Chennai-600 009.

2.The Principal Secretary-cum-
   Commissioner of Revenue Administration,
   Chepauk, Chennai-600 006.   ... Review Petitioners/Appellants

Vs

1.S.Natarajan

2.The Senior Accounts Officer/Pen 26,
   O/o. Principal Accountant General,
   (Account and Entitlement)
   Tamil Nadu, No.361, Anna Salai,
   Chennai-600 016.          ... Respondents/Respondents

PRAYER:  Petition filed under Order 47 Rule 1 & 2 of C.P.C., r/w 114 

of  Civil  Procedure  Code,  to  review  the  order  dated  05.08.2024  in 

W.A(MD)No.897 of 2018. 
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For Petitioners     : Mr.S.R.A.Ramachandran
Additional Government Pleader

For R1          : Mr.A.Sheik Nasurdeen

O R D E R

(Order of the Court was made by C.V.KARTHIKEYAN,J.)

We have heard the learned Additional Government Pleader 

appearing for the review applicants and the learned counsel appearing for 

the first respondent. 

2.  The  review  application  arises  out  of  an  order  dated 

05.08.2024 in W.A(MD)No.897 of 2018. 

3. W.A(MD)No.897 of 2018 was filed challenging the order 

dated 25.10.2016 in W.P.(MD)No.14842 of 2013.  That writ petition had 

been filed  challenging the  order  of  the third  respondent  /  The Senior 

Accounts  Officer  /  Pen  26  in  the  office  of  the  Principal  Accountant 

General,  Channai,  whereby,  the  writ  petitioner  had  requested  the 

minimum pension in the post of Village Administrative Officer.  The said 

request of the writ petitioner was rejected. The writ petition was allowed 
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by the learned Single Judge.  In the appeal, examination had been done 

about  the  G.O.Ms.No.148,  Revenue  Department,  dated  20.04.2011  by 

which, the Government had extended the benefit of minimum pension to 

all  Village  Administrative  Officers,  not  only  to  those  who  had 

approached the Court but also to those who were bystanders and were 

watching the Court proceedings.  This was irrespective of the period of 

service which they discharged as Village Administrative Officer.  Though 

the  name  of  the  writ  petitioner  was  not  found  in  G.O.Ms.No.148 

Revenue Department, dated 20.04.2011, he is eligible to avail the benefit 

under the said Government Order, the writ appeal was dismissed. 

4.  It  is  an admitted  fact  that  as  G.O.Ms.No.148,  Revenue 

Department, dated 20.04.2011,  applied to Village Administrative Officer 

and granted benefit of minimum pension. The only issue is whether it 

could be extended to only those who had approached the Court or not. 

But at any rate, the Government Order proceeds on the basis that it would 

be  applicable  to  all  the  Village  Administrative  Officers  and  that  they 

would  get  the  benefit  of  minimum  pension.   Insofar  as  the  first 

respondent/writ petitioner is concerned, we are further informed that the 

Government  had  also  passed  G.O.(Ms)484,  Revenue  and  Disaster 

3/5

https://www.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



Rev.Aplc(MD)No.232 of 2025

Management  [Ser.8(2)]  Department,  dated  18.07.2025  by  which,  the 

benefit  of  such  minimum  pension  had  been  extended  to  the  first 

respondent  herein  subject  to  the  orders  to  be  passed  in  the  review 

application.  The Government therefore, taken a conscious decision to 

extend the benefit.  We do not find any error aparent on the face of the 

records in the Division Bench order.  

5. Accordingly, the Review Application is dismissed and a 

direction is issued to the appellants to proceed further within a period of 

four weeks from the date of receipt of this order to confirm the grant of 

benefit of minimum pension to the first respondent/writ petitioner.  No 

costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed. 

(C.V.K., J.)          (R.V., J.)

                   13.10.2025
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NCC : Yes / No
am
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C.V.KARTHIKEYAN, J.
and

R.VIJAYAKUMAR, J.

am

Rev.Aplc(MD)No.232 of 2025

13.10.2025
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