IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 03-02-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE M.DHANDAPANI
WP No. 3099 of 2026

V.Saravanan

S/0.Vendhan,

Grade-I Police Constable No0.47481,
D2 Anna Salai, Traffic PS,

Chennai.

..Petitioner(s)
Vs
1. The Director General of Police
Tamil Nadu Police Department,
Mylapore,
Chennai-04
2. The Additional Director General of Police
Greater Chennai Police
Mylapore,

Chennai District.

..Respondent(s)

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India,
seeking issuance of a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents to fix the

petitioner seniority based on the year 2007-2008 recruited batch.
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For Petitioner(s): Mr.L.Ramu

For Respondent(s): Mr.R.U.Dinesh Rajkumar

ORDER

This Writ Petition has been filed seeking a direction to the respondents to
fix the petitioner’s seniority on par with his batch mates recruited in the year

2007 —2008.

2. Mr.R.U.Dinesh Rajkumar, learned counsel takes notice on behalf of the
respondents. In view of the consent expressed by the learned counsel on either
side, the Writ Petition is taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

itself.

3. The case of the petitioner is that the petitioner applied for the post of
Grade II Police Constable for the recruitment year 2007 — 2008, and was duly
selected. While the petitioner was awaiting issuance of the appointment order, a
complaint came to be registered against him in Cr.Nos.2488 and 2489 of 2008,
owing to the said pendency, the appointment order was issued to the petitioner
belatedly on 23.01.2013. Therefore, in order to have his seniority fixed on par
with his batch mates, recruited during the year 2007 — 2008, he made

representations dated 06.09.2013 and 14.12.2015 before the respondents.
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However, the same has not been considered till date. Therefore, the petitioner

has preferred the present Writ Petition.

4. Learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that it would
suffice, if this Court issues a direction to the respondents to consider the
representation of the petitioner dated 06.09.2013 and 14.12.2015, and pass
appropriate orders on the same within the time that may be stipulated by this

Court.

5. On the above contention, this Court heard the learned counsel

appearing for the respondent.

6. In view of the limited relief sought for by the petitioner, this
Court without expressing any opinion on the merits of the case, directs the
petitioner to make a fresh representation before the respondents within a period
of two (2) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. Upon receipt
of the said representation, the respondents are directed to consider the same on
merits and pass appropriate orders in accordance with law within a period of
four (4) weeks thereafter, after affording an opportunity of hearing to the

petitioner and any other interested parties.
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7. This Writ Petition stands disposed of with the aforesaid direction.

There shall be no order as to costs.

03-02-2026
Index: Yes/No

Speaking/Non-speaking order
Neutral Citation: Yes/No

ANU

To

1. The Director General of Police
Tamil Nadu Police Department,
Mylapore,

Chennai-04

2. The Aditional Director General of Police
Greater Chennai Police
Mylapore,
Chennai District.
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M.DHANDAPANLI, J.

ANU

WP No. 3099 of 2026

03-02-2026
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