
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

Dated : 11.09.2017

Coram

The Hon'ble Mr.Justice M.V.Muralidaran

W.P.No.14638 of 2011

K.Marimuthu,
Advocate,
25/13 Sami Naicken Street,
Chindadripet, Chennai 600 002. .. Petitioner-in-person

/versus/

1.The Deputy Commissioner(Education),
Corporation of Chennai,
Chennai 600 003. 

2.M/s Gangadevi,
Head Mistress,
corporation Middle School,
Mcnicals Road, 
Chepet, Chennai 600 031. .. Respondents 

Writ  Petition  has  been  filed  under  Article  220  of  the
Constitution of India praying for issuance of Writ of Mandamus
to direct the 1st respondent to initiate appropriate disciplinary
proceedings against the 2nd respondent and consequently direct
the 1st respondent to take necessary steps to withdraw the Good
Teacher award conferred to the 2nd respondent and consequently
direct the respondents to pay the cost, expenses incurred to the
petitioner  along  with  the  compensation  of  Rs.36,510/-  as
demanded (in para 15 of the affidavit) for mental agony caused. 

For Petitioner :No appearance

For Respondents :Mr.G.Anantharangan for R1
 Mr.G.Mohan Raj for R2

O R D E R

Since the prayer in the writ petition is to issue a Writ of
Mandamus,  direction  to  the  first  respondent  to  initiate
appropriate disciplinary proceedings against the 2nd respondent

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



and  consequently  direct  the  1st respondent  to  take  necessary
steps  to  withdraw  the  Good  Teach  Award  conferred  to  the  2nd

respondent and consequently direct the respondents to pay the
cost,  expenses  incurred  to  the  petitioner  along  with  the
compensation of Rs.36,510/- as demanded for mental agony caused,
it  is  reported  by  the  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the
respondents  that  the  petitioner  was  already  retired  from  his
service and hence, this writ petition has become infrucutous. 

2. Apart from this, the learned counsel appearing for the
petitioner  reported  before  this  Court  that  earlier  learned
counsel on record for the petitioner has filed change of vakalat
for the petitioner.

3.  It is seen from the records that as on date, no change
of vakalat has been filed and this Court has issued notice to
the petitioner. But, the petitioner has not chosen to appear
before  this  Court  either  in  person  or  through  his  counsel.
Hence, the case is listed today by printing the name of the
petitioner in the cause list. When the case is taken up for
hearing, there is no representation for the petitioner.  Hence,
this writ petition is dismissed for non prosecution.  No costs.

     Sd/-
     Asst.Registrar (CS III )

    /true copy/

Sub Asst. Registrar

 

ari

To

1.The Deputy Commissioner(Education),
  Corporation of Chennai,Chennai 600 003. 

+1cc to M/S.G.Mohan Raj, Advocate Sr. 66550
+1cc to M/S.G.Anantharangan, Advocate Sr. 65773

W.P.No.14638 of 2011

MP(CO)
VR(04/10/2017)
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