W.P(MD)No.24723 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 08.12.2025

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE B.PUGALENDHI

W.P(MD)No0.24723 of 2025

A.Alex Alies Arockiyasamy ... Petitioner
Vs

1.The District Collector,
O/0.The District Collector,
Pudukkottai,
Pudukottai District.

2.The Revenue Divisional Office,
O/o the Revenue Divisional Office,
Pudukottai District.

3.The Tahsildar,
O/0.The Tahsildar,
Thirumayam Taluk,
Pudukottai District. ...Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution
of India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing
the respondent No.3 to revoke the suspension order dated

15.03.2025 and consequently direct the respondents to disburse the
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W.P(MD)No.24723 of 2025

subsistence allowance to the petitioner for the period of suspension
by considering the petitioner's representation dated 20.08.2025
within the time periods stipulated by this Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.T.Thirumurugan
For Respondents : Mr. S.Vinodh,
Government Advocate
ORDER

The petitioner, a Village Assistant of Senkeerai Village,
Thirumayam Taluk has approached this Court that he was placed
under suspension on 15.03.2025 on certain allegations, however, he
has not been paid with any subsistence allowance for the suspension

period.

2.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner
submits that this petitioner has been suspended on 15.03.2025, based
on the complaint lodged by his father due to domestic problem.
Though he was suspended in the month of March-2025, the order of

suspension has not been reviewed after a period of six months.
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Therefore, the learned counsel submits that the suspension order
needs to be reviewed and the petitioner has to be paid with the

subsistence allowance.

3.The learned Government Advocate appearing for the
respondents submits that the subsistence allowance due to the
petitioner has already been paid. He also admits that the charge

memo is yet to be served on the petitioner.

4. This Court considered the rival submissions made and

also perused the materials placed on record.

5.1t appears that this petitioner is having some issues
with his father and therefore, this petitioner’s father has lodged a
complaint as against him. Since it is reported that there was a
domestic quarrel between the petitioner and his father and that the
charge memo has not been issued to the petitioner so far, the

Tahsildar/the third respondent herein shall review the suspension
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order of this petitioner and pass suitable orders as to whether
continuation of suspension 1s required, by considering the
circumstances of the case. This petition stands disposed of
accordingly. No costs.

08.12.2025

NCC: Yes/No
Index:Yes/No
vrn

To

1.The District Collector,
O/0.The District Collector,
Pudukkottai,
Pudukottai District.

2.The Revenue Divisional Office,
O/o the Revenue Divisional Office,

Pudukottai District.
3.The Tahsildar,

O/0.The Tahsildar,

Thirumayam Taluk,
Pudukottai District.
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B.PUGALENDHLI, J.

vrn

Order made in
W.P(MD)No0.24723 of 2025

08.12.2025




