IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 23.04.2019

CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.KIRUBAKARAN

W.P.No.24965 of 2017
and
W.M.P.No.26341 of 2004

V.Sathyanarayanan .. Petitioner

Vs
1.The District Educational Officer,
Chennai District,

Egmore, Chennai 8.

2.The Principal,

Asan Memorial Senior Secondary School,
No.l, Anderson Road,

Cochin House, Chennai 6.

3.The Central Board of Secondary Education,
Rep. by its Regional Director,
Southern Region, Anna Nagar,
Chennai.
(R3 suo motu impleaded as per order dated 19.09.2017
by NKKJ in WP.24965/17)
Respondents

PRAYER: Writ petition is filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India for issuance a Writ of Mandamus, directing
the respondents to permit the petitioner's son Pritish Narayanan
to continue his studies in IX D section in Asan Memorial Senior
Secondary School, No.l, Anderson Road, Cochin House, Chennai-6.

For Petitioner : Mr.R.Sankarasubbu

For Respondents : Mr.T.M.Pappiah (for R1)
Special Government Pleader
Mr.A.R.Karunakaran (for R2)
Mr.G.Nagarjan (for R3)
Standing counsel

ORDER

The petitioner's son has been studying in the second
respondent school in IX standard. There was a quarrel between
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the petitioner's son Master.Prithish Narayanan and one

Master.Madesh of the same class. Due to the quarrel between the
petitioner's son and the said Madesh. The parents of Madesh
lodged a complaint on 27.07.2017 to the second respondent, which
conducted an enquiry on 01.08.2017. Based on the enquiry, a

warning letter was issued on 16.08.2017 and the petitioner's son
was transferred from IX-A to IX-D to avoid any further conflict.
However, the second respondent is trying to send the
petitioner's son out of school. Apprehending the same, the
petitioner approached this Court.

2 .Heard Mr .R.Sankarasubbu, learned counsel for the
petitioner; Mr.T.M.Pappiah, learned Special Government Pleader
for the first respondent, Mr.A.R.Karunakaran, learned counsel
for the second respondent and Mr.G.Nagarajan, learned standing
counsel for the third respondent.

3.When the matter was called on earlier occasion, this Court
directed the petitioner to take his son again to the school,
wherein the affected student along with the parent would also be
present, so that the matter could be amicably settled.

4.The matter is called today. It is represented by the
learned counsel for the petitioner as well as by
Mr.A.R.Karunakaran, 1learned counsel for the second respondent
that both the parents were called along with their children and
they were counselled. The second respondent/school convinced
with the compromise and decided to permit the petitioner's son

to continue in same school. In view of the above development,
no further order 1is necessary, as the petitioner's son 1is
continuing in the same school. Accordingly, this writ petition

stands closed. No costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous
petition is also closed.

sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS V)

//True Copy//
Sub Assistant Registrar

sai

To

1.The District Educational Officer,
Chennai District,

Egmore, Chennai 8.

2.The Principal,

Asan Memorial Senior Secondary School,
No.l, Anderson Road,

Cochin House, Chennai 6.
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3.The Regional Director

Central Board of Secondary Education,
Southern Region, Anna Nagar,

Chennai.

W.P.No.24965 of 2017

rv (co)
nr 13/08/2019
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