IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 23.09.2015
CORAM:
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH K. AGNIHOTRI

and
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.K. SASIDHARAN

W.P. No.29191 of 2015
and
M.P. No.l of~ 2015

D. Ranganathan ...Petitioner

Sy .

1. The District Judge/
Disciplinary Authority,
District Court Campus,
Thiruvannamalai District.

2. The Sub ‘Judge,
Cheyyar,
Thiruvannamalai District.

3. The Additional Sub Judge,
Thiruvannamalai,
Thiruvannamalai District. .. .Respondents

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India seeking a writ of Mandamus directing the respondents
directing the respondents to conclude the Departmental Enquiry
proceedings which is pending on the file of the 2nd respondent on the
light of the proceedings of the 1st respondent in ROC No.1517/A/2015
dated 29.4.2015 ‘as expeditiously --as -possible, within a stipulated
period of time and to pay all the service and monetary benefits to
the petitioner.

For petitioner : Mr.M.V. Muralidaran
For respondents : Mr. R. Sureshkumar

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



ORDER

(Order of the Court was delivered by SATISH K. AGNIHOTRI, J.)
With consent, the writ petition is taken up for final disposal.

2 The petitioner has come up with this writ petition seeking a
direction to the respondents to conclude the Departmental Enqgquiry
proceedings which is pending on the file of the 2nd respondent in the
light of the proceedings of the 1st respondent in ROC No.1517/A/2015
dated 29.4.2015 as expeditiously as possible, within a stipulated
period of time and to pay all the service and monetary benefits to
him.

3 Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that
the petitioner -has .received the second show. cause notice on
21.09.2015 and.thus, he may be granted -one week time to file his
explanation/response to the said show cause notice and a direction
may be issued to the disciplinary authority to consider and pass
appropriate orders on the petitioner's explanation/response on merits
and in accordance with law.

4 On the other hand, learned counsel _appearing for the
respondents submits-that on receipt of the.petitioner's explanation,
consequential order will be passed within a period of three weeks.

5 In wview. of the above said submissions, without expressing
any opinion on the merits of the case, we permit the petitioner to
submit his explanation within a period of one week from today and on
receipt of the same, the respondents shall consider and pass
appropriate orders on merits and in accordance with law, within a
period of three weeks.

6 This writ petition is disposed of with the above direction.
Connected miscellaneous petition is closed. No costs.

-sd/-
Assistant Registrar

//True copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
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To

1. The District Judge/
Disciplinary Authority,
District Court Campus,
Thiruvannamalai District.

2. The Sub Judge,
Cheyyar,
Thiruvannamalai District.

3. The Additional Sub Judge,
Thiruvannamalai,

Thiruvannamalai District.

+1 cc to Mr.M.V.Murallidaran,Advocate (sr.51855)
+1 cc to Mr.R.Sureshkumar,Advocate (sr.52012)

W.P. No.29191 of 2015

sk (co)
cp 07/10/2015
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