IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 25.11.2019

CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.DHANDAPANI

W.P.Nos.22028 and 22029 of 2018
and
W.M.P.Nos.25822 and 25824 of 2018

1. R. Saminathan ...Petitioner 1in 22028 of 2018

2. K. Pradeep ...Petitioner 1in 22029 of 2018

1.The Managing Director,
TASMAC, Head Office,
4*" Floor, CMDA Tower,
Egmore, Chennai-600 008.

2. The Senior Regional Manager,
Tamil Nadu State Marketing Corporation
Limited, LLA Building, 4™ Floor,
No.735, Anna Salai,
Chennai - 600 002.

3. The District Manager,
Tamil Nadu State Marketing
Corporation Limited,
Thiruvallur District. ... Respondents in both W.P.s

COMMON PRAYER : These Petitions have been filed under Article
226 of the Constitution of India for issuance of a Writ of
Certiorarified Mandamus to-call for the records on the file of
the respondents in connection with the  proceedings in
Na.Ka.No.A2-123A-2012 dated 19.10.2012 passed by the 3xd
respondent and the order in Se.Mu. Order No.A3/3951/2014 dated
20.11.2014 passed by the 2" respondent and quash the same.

( In both appeals)

For Petitioner : Mr.Lesi Saravanan
For Respondents : Mr.K. Sathish Kumar

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



ORDER

These writ petition have been filed by the petitioners, to
call for the &records on the file of the respondents in
connection with the proceedings 1in Na.Ka.No.A2-123A-2012 dated
19.10.2012 passed by the 3" respondent and the order in Se.Mu.
Order No.A3/3951/2014 dated 20.11.2014 ©passed by the 1°°
respondent and quash the same.

2.The case of the petitioners are that they were working as
sales man 1in the 3™ respondent shop. On 15.03.2012 all the
employees who were working in the shop were placed under
suspension due to the reason that they found certain alleged
irregularities like water mixing etc., and on 17.05.2013 they
were 1issued with .a charge memo and an enquiry was held on
04.07.2012. On 19.10.2012 the 2" respondent passed the removal
order and against the said order these petitioners preferred an
appeal. But, the 2" respondent confirmed the order of removal
on 20.11.2014.

3.Hence the petitioners preferred a revision petition on
15.12.2014, but the same was not considered. Hence, these writ
petitions came to be filed.

4.Consideringthe facts and circumstances of ~this case, his
Court 1s | of+ the view that ' the first~respondent 1is the
appropriate authority to consider the representation of the
petitioners and pass appropriate orders within a period of
twelve weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.

With the above directions these writ petitions are disposed
of. No costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition are

closed.
Sd s
Assistant Registrar (CS-)
// True Copy//
Sub Assistant Registrar
smn
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To

1.The Managing Director,
TASMAC, Head Office,
4*" Floor, CMDA Tower,
Egmore, Chennai-600 008.

2. The Senior Regional Manager,
Tamil Nadu State Marketing Corporation
Limited, LLA Building, 4 Floor,
No.735, Anna Salai,
Chennai - 600 002.

3. The District Manager,
Tamil Nadu State Marketing
Corporation Limited,
Thiruvallur District.

+lcc to Mr.K.Sathish Kumar, Advocate, SR.No.98121.
+2cc to Mr. Lesi Saravnan, Advocate, SR.No0s.98296 & 98292

W.P.Nos.22028 and 22029 of 2018
and
W.M.P.Nos.25822 and 25824 of 2018
RP (CO)
CSR(12/12/2019)
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