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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 25.04.2019

 CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P(MD)No.6627 of 2019

K.Ganesan ... Petitioner

Vs.

1.The Chief Engineer (Administration),
   Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
   600, Anna Salai,
   Chennai – 600 002.

2.The Superintendent of Engineer,
   Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
   Theni Distribution Circle,
   Theni. ... Respondents

Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying for the issuance of a writ of Mandamus, directing the
respondents  to  consider  the  petitioner's  representation,  dated
15.11.2018 and thereby to consider to regularization of his service
within a stipulated time fixed by this Court in the light of order
of this Court in W.P(MD)No.6810 of 2009, dated 24.07.2009.

For Petitioner : Mr.I.Velpradeep

For Respondents : Ms.P.Malini

ORDER

This writ petition has been filed seeking issuance of a writ of
Mandamus, to direct the respondents to consider the petitioner's
representation, dated 15.11.2018 with regard to regularization of
his service within the stipulated time fixed by this Court in the
light of the order of this Court in W.P(MD)No.6810 of 2009, dated
24.07.2009.

2.Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and
the learned counsel appearing for the respondents. 

3.The grievance of the petitioner is that earlier, he filed a
Writ Petition in W.P(MD)No.6810 of 2019 seeking to regularize his
service by considering his representation, dated 28.05.2009 and this
Court,  by  order,  dated  24.07.2009,  directed  the  respondents  to
consider the representation of the petitioner within a period of
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four weeks. Subsequent to the said order, the second respondent by
communication, dated 20.04.2010, stated that his regularization of
service  will  be  considered  by  the  Board  constituted  as  per  the
Standing Order No.9 (Administration), dated 09.01.2008. However, the
grievance of the petitioner was not considered by the respondents.
Hence, he sent a representation, dated 15.11.2018 in this regard.
Since no order has been passed by the respondents, the petitioner
has filed the present Writ Petition.

4.The learned counsel appearing for the respondents submitted
that the grievance of the petitioner would be met with on merits.

5.In view of the above submission, this Court, without going
into the merits of the case, directs the respondents to consider the
representation of the petitioner, dated 15.11.2018, on the basis of
the proceedings, dated 20.04.2010 and pass appropriate orders, on
merits and in accordance with law, after due opportunity of hearing
to the petitioner, within a period of eight weeks from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order.

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

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (Crl Side)

// True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar(CS)

To

1.The Chief Engineer (Administration),
   Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
   600, Anna Salai,
   Chennai – 600 002.

2.The Superintendent of Engineer,
   Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,
   Theni Distribution Circle,
   Theni.
+1cc to Mr.P.MALINI, Advocate, SR.No.62789
+1cc to Mr.I.VELPRADEEP, Advocate, SR.No. 62861
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