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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED:29.04.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P(MD) No.10969 of 2019
and

W.M.P.(MD)No.8379 of 2019

R.Arulanandam ... Petitioner 

vs.

1.The Managing Director,
   Tamilnadu State Transport Corporation
        (Madurai) Limited,
   Bye-pass Road,
   Madurai – 625 010.

2.The Administrator,
   The State Transport Corporation Employees'
       Pension Fund Trust,
   Office of S.E.T.C.
   Pallavan Salai,
   Chennai – 600 002. ... Respondents

PRAYER:Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying to issue a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, calling
for the records of the impugned order of the impugned proceedings of
the first respondent in 89/HRD/CA1/TNSTC/MDU/2014, dated 30.04.2014
and quash the same and consequently to direct the respondents  to
settle the entire terminal benefits to the petitioner with interest
at the rate of 12% from 30.04.2014.

For Petitioner :  Mr.K.S.Muthu

For Respondents :  Mr.J.Senthil Kumaraiah
   Standing Counsel

ORDER

The Writ Petition is filed seeking for issuance of Writ of
Certiorarified Mandamus, calling for the records of the impugned
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proceedings of the first respondent in 89/HRD/CA1/TNSTC/MDU/2014,
dated 30.04.2014 and quash the same and consequently to direct the
respondents   to  settle  the  entire  terminal  benefits  to  the
petitioner with interest at the rate of 12% from 30.04.2014.

2.  Heard  the  learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the
learned Standing Counsel, who takes notice for the respondents.  By
consent, the writ petition is taken up for disposal at the admission
stage itself.

3. Though the writ petition is filed seeking a larger relief,
when  the  matter  is  taken  up  for  hearing,  the  learned  Counsel
appearing for the petitioner confines the same to the extent that
the  representation  of  the  petitioner  may  be  directed  to  be
considered by the respondents within  a time frame as fixed by this
Court.

4. The learned Standing Counsel appearing for the respondents
has no serious objection in granting such relief to the petitioner.

5. Considering the nature of the relief now sought for by the
petitioner,  which has not been objected by the learned Standing
Counsel  for the respondents, this Court, without going into the
merits  of  the  case,  directs  the  respondents  to  consider  the
representation  of  the  petitioner  dated  02.07.2018  and  pass
appropriate  orders  on  merits  and  in  accordance  with  law,  after
affording  an  opportunity  of  hearing  to  the  petitioner  within  a
period of six weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this
order.

6.  The  Writ  Petition  stands  disposed  of  with  the  above
direction.  No  costs.  Consequently,  the  connected  Miscellaneous
Petition is closed.

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar 

// True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar(CS)

To
1.The Managing Director,
   Tamilnadu State Transport Corporation
        (Madurai) Limited,
   Bye-pass Road,
   Madurai – 625 010.
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2.The Administrator,
   The State Transport Corporation Employees'
       Pension Fund Trust,
   Office of S.E.T.C.
   Pallavan Salai,
   Chennai – 600 002.

+1cc to Mr.J.SENTHIL KUMARAIAH, Advocate, SR.No. 64525
+1cc to Mr.K.S.MUTHU,Advocate, SR.No.64589 

W.P(MD) No.10969 of 2019
and

W.M.P.(MD)No.8379 of 2019
29.04.2019
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