
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

Dated : 04.11.2019

CORAM

The Honourable Mr.Justice M.M.SUNDRESH
and

The Honourable Mr.Justice RMT. TEEKAA RAMAN

W.P.No.8398 of 2004

1. Dr.Venkatasamy,
Director,
Aravind Eye Hospital,
A.A.Nagar, Madurai - 20.

2. Dr.P.Namperumalsamy,
Director, Aravind Eye Hospital
and P.G.Institute of Ophthalmology,
A.A.Nagar, Madurai - 20.

3. Dr.Ms.G.Natchiar,
Senior Medical Officer,
Aravind Eye Hospital,
A.A.Nagar, Madurai - 20. ... Petitioners

  
.. Vs ..

1. The Registrar,
State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,
Chennai - 4.

2. The District Consumer Disputes Redressal
  Forum, Madurai.

3. Dr.G.Gupta Surgeon,
Formerly Aravind Eye Hospital,
A.A.Nagar, Madurai - 20.

4. Arumugathammal
5. Elangovan
6. Maheswari
7. Shanmugapriya
8. Manikandan        ... Respondents  

Prayer:-  Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution of India, praying to issue a Writ of certiorari, to
call for the records on the file of the first respondent in
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R.P.No.15/1998,  dated  18.10.2002  and  also  that  of  the  second
respondent in proceedings in M.P.No.124/1998 in O.P.No.113 of
1997,  dated  09.07.1998  and  quash  the  same  as  illegal,
incompetent.

For Petitioners : Mr.Sri Charan
for Mr.V.Raghavachari

For RR-1 to 3 : No Appearance
For RR-4 to 8 : Mr.V.Venkataseshan

ORDER
[The Order of the Court was made by M.M.SUNDRESH,J.]

The prayer in the writ petition is to call for the records
from the file of the first respondent in R.P.No.15/1998, dated
18.10.2002 and also that of the second respondent in proceedings
in M.P.No.124/1998 in O.P.No.113 of 1997, dated 09.07.1998 and
quash the same as illegal and incompetent.

2. Heard the learned counsel for the petitioners and the
learned counsel appearing for respondents 4 to 8.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that since
the National Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, is coming
into force, liberty may be given to the petitioners to approach
the said Forum.  Incidentally, a request has been made by the
learned counsel for the petitioners to maintain status quo for a
period of four weeks.

4. Considering the above submissions made and also taking
into consideration the issue involved in this case, the Writ
Petition stands disposed of, giving liberty to the petitioners
to  file  an  appeal  before  the  National  Consumer  Disputes
Redressal Commission, within a period of four weeks from the
date of receipt of a copy of this order.  Till such time, status
quo as on today shall be maintained by the parties.  No costs.
The connected miscellaneous petition is closed.
                           Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

2 / 3

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



To

1. The Registrar,
State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,
Chennai - 4.

2. The District Consumer Disputes Redressal
Forum, Madurai.

+1 cc to M/s.V.Raghavachari, Advocate Sr.No. 91056
+1 cc to Mr.M.V.Venkataseshan, Advocate, SR.No. 91033
+1 cc to The Government Pleader Sr.No. 91511
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