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1. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the impugned order, dated
06.07.2016, calling upon the Members of the Ward Members of the Village
Panchayat to attend a Meeting to find out the views of the Elected Members in
respect of the irregularities done by the petitioner is liable to be interfered with by
this Court, on the sole ground that as per Section 205 (4) of the Tamil Nadu
Panchayats Act, (in short 'the Act’) there must be seven days clear notice to be
given to the Village Panchayat President concerned. In the present case, notice
dated 06.07.2016 was served on the petitioner only on 08.07.2016 and a Meeting
was fixed on 14.07.2016 without giving seven days clear notice to the petitioner. In
other words, the respondents have failed to comply with the Act.
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2. Per contra, the learned Government Advocate submitted that this Writ Petition
has become infructuous, as the Meeting as scheduled was held on the
14.07.2016.

3. Having served the notice only on 08.07.2016, it is not proper on the part of the
respondents to proceed further without complying with the provisions of Section
205 (4) of the Tamil Nadu Panchayats Act.

4. In view of the above, notice through Court as well as privately returnable by
24.08.2016. In the mean time, the respondents are directed to maintain status
guo. Further, the respondents are directed to file counter by 24.08.2016.
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