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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED:27.03.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P(MD)No.13331 of 2017

M.Arunachalam   ... Petitioner 

vs.

1.The Tamil Nadu Generation and
Distribution Corporation Ltd.,

   Represented by its Chairman 
          Cum Managing Director,
   No.144, Anna Salai,
   Chennai – 600 002.

2.The Chief Engineer (Personnel),
   Administrative Branch,
   TANGEDCO,
   N.P.K.R.R.Maligai,
   No.144, Anna Salai,
   Chennai – 600 002.

3.The Chief Internal Audit Officer,
   Audit Branch,
   TANGEDCO, 1st Floor,
   N.P.K.R.R.Maligai,  
   No.144, Anna Salai,
   Chennai – 600 002. ... Respondents

PRAYER:Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents
to  implement  the  order,  dated  03.12.2016  in  Office  order
1906/F.1/F.12/2016-1  passed  by  the  third  respondent  by  relieving
petitioner from the post of Junior Auditor and reverting him to the
post of assessor and direct the respondents to post the petitioner
as  assessor  at  any  of  the  existing  vacancies  in  Tirunelveli
Electricity Distribution Circle.

For Petitioner        : Mr.V.Perumal

For Respondents :  Mr.G.Kasinatha Durai
       Standing Counsel
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 ORDER

The Writ Petition has been filed seeking a direction to the
respondents to implement the order, dated 03.12.2016 in Office order
1906/F.1/F.12/2016-1 passed by the third respondent, by relieving
the petitioner from the post of Junior Auditor and reverting him to
the  post  of  assessor  and  direct  the  respondents  to  post  the
petitioner  as  assessor  at  any  of  the  existing  vacancies  in
Tirunelveli Electricity Distribution Circle.

2. Heard the learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner and
the  learned  Standing  Counsel  appearing  for  the  respondents  and
perused the materials available on record.

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  12.06.2017  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.

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (CS III)

// True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar(CS  )
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