
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 19.11.2018

Coram

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice M.M.SUNDRESH
and

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice KRISHNAN RAMASAMY

W.P.No.5471 of 2018
and

W.M.P.No.6758 of 2018

Dr.P.Elankani .. Petitioner

Vs

1.The Registrar,
   Central Administrative Tribunal,
   Chennai - 104.

2.The Director General,
   Central Council of Research  in

Siddha, Arumbakkam,
   Chennai - 106.  .. Respondents 

Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  The  Constitution  of
India  praying  for  the  issuance  of  a  writ  of  certiorarified
mandamus to call for the records relating to the orders of the
first  respondent  dated  12.12.2017  in  M.A.No.864/2017  and
O.A.No.739  of  2017,  confirming  the  orders  of  the  second
respondent  issued  in  proceeding  F.No.8-8/2015-CCRS/Estt/in
office order No.10/2017-18 dated 12th April 2017 and pursuant to
the  order  dated  16.05.2017  in  Proceeding  No.F.No.27-
21/2017/CCRS/Estt/22/(L) in Office Order No.39 of 2017 and quash
the same and to issue consequential directions to the second
respondent to repost the petitioner at Chennai and allow the
petitioner  to  continue  in  the  said  station  so  as  to  enable
petitioner to complete the Ph.D. Course.

For Petitioner ..  Mr.M.Ravi

For Respondents..  Mr.V.Chandrasekaran for R2
 R1 - Tribunal

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



ORDER

(Order of the Court was made by M.M.SUNDRESH, J.)

Challenging  the  order  of  the  first  respondent   dated
12.12.2017,  confirming  the  orders  of  the  second  respondent
dated 12.04.2017 and pursuant to the order dated 16.05.2017 in
Proceeding  No.F.No.27-21/2017/CCRS/Estt/22/(L)  in  Office  Order
No.39  of  2017  and  to issue consequential  directions to the
second respondent to repost the petitioner at Chennai and allow
the petitioner to continue in the said station so as to enable
petitioner  to  complete  the  Ph.D.  Course,  the  present  writ
petition has been filed.

2.Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and
the learned counsel appearing for the second respondent.

3.Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner  submitted
that the petitioner being a lady and her husband is working in
Chennai, her request may be directed to be reconsidered once
again in the light of the subsequent development viz., there are
available vacancies in the same post.

4.In such view of the matter, the petitioner is directed to
make a fresh representation to the second respondent, who shall
consider the same within a period of four weeks from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order. The second respondent shall
also take into consideration the  fact that the petitioner is
pursuing  Ph.D.  course.  The  writ  petition  is  disposed  of
accordingly.  No  costs.  Consequently,  connected  miscellaneous
petition is closed.

                              
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS IV)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

To
1.The Registrar,
   Central Administrative Tribunal,
   Chennai - 104.
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2.The Director General,
   Central Council of Research  in

Siddha, Arumbakkam,
   Chennai - 106.

+1cc to  Mr.V.Chandrasekaran, Advocate sr.no.78813
+1cc to Mr.M.Ravi, Advocate sr.no.79092

W.P.No.5471 of 2018

nr 10/12/2018
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