
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.11810 of 2019 

ORDER: 

 With the c onsent of both the c ounsel, this writ petition is being  

d isposed  of a t the stage of admission. 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ……. to issue an appropriate Writ ,  Order or Direct ion 

more part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus 

declaring the act ion of the respondents in cont inuing the 

pet it ioner under suspension for more than one and half  years 

pursuant  to Proc.No.E/ 1308/ 2017, dated 27/ 09/ 2017 issued 

by the 4th respondent  while reinstat ing the co-charged off icer 

into service and further not  paying subsistence allowance for 

past  six (6) months as being arbit rary, il legal,  discriminatory 

and in violat ion of Art icle 14 of the Const itut ion of India and 

provisions of F.R.53 and consequent ly declare that  the 

Pet it ioner is ent it led to be reinstated into service with 

benefits incidental thereto duly regularizing the suspension 

period as on duty …….” . 

  

Heard  Sri V.Ravic handran, the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for respondents. 

When the matter is taken up  for hearing , the lea rned  

Government Pleader, on instruc tions, submits tha t subsistenc e 

a llowanc e b ill has been submitted  to the Sub-Treasury Offic er and  in 

due c ourse, the subsistenc e a llowanc e will be pa id  to the 

petitioner.   

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner has submitted  

tha t ea rlier the petitioner has filed  W.P.No.37980 of 2017 c ha lleng ing 

the suspension order, da ted  27.09.2017.  This Court d isposed  of the 

sa id  writ petition by observing as follows :- 

“ …. The writ  pet it ion is accordingly disposed of leaving it  

open to the pet it ioner to prefer an appeal before the 
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appropriate appellate authority seeking review of the 

suspension or reinstatement  into service.  It  is needless to 

observe that  if  an appeal is preferred by the pet it ioner, 

the same shall be considered by the appellate authority 

within a period of six weeks from the date of receipt  of a 

copy of this order……” . 

 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner further submitted  tha t 

pursuant to the sa id  order, the petitioner has p referred  an appea l 

on 29.12.2017, but, so fa r, the appella te authority has not passed  

any orders. 

 This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions of the 

lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  view 

tha t sinc e this Court has a lready d isposed  of W.P.No.37980 of 2017 

on 13.11.2011 d irec ting  the petitioner to p refer an appea l and  a lso 

d irec ting  the appella te authority to d ispose of the appea l, this 

Court is not inc lined  to interfere with the suspension orders, as it is 

the sub jec t ma tter of appea l before the appella te authority.  

However, the respondents a re d irec ted  to pay subsistenc e 

a llowanc e to the petitioner on month to month basis in 

ac c ordanc e with the Rules. 

 With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts.  

 As a  sequel, misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, in this writ 

petition sha ll stand  c losed .  

            

                                       __________________________________ 

       JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

20.06.2019 

Prv 
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