
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.16542 of 2019 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is d isposed  of a t the stage of admission with 

the c onsent of both the pa rties. 

  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 a Writ  of Mandamus 

declaring the act ion of the respondents in imposing penalty 

of stoppage of two Annual Grade Increments without  

cumulat ive effect  vide impugned Proc.No.305/ 2017/ A1/ Pts 

Dated 07.06.2018 issued by the 3rd Respondent  without  

furnishing a copy of the enquiry report  or dissent  note though 

the disciplinary proceedings are init iated under Rule 20 of 

the TSCS (CC&A) Rules, 1991 and the Enquiry Off icer has held 

the charge as not  proved and further not  declaring the 

probat ion on the ground that  punishment  subsist ing by 

keeping the Appeal pending, as being arbit rary, il legal, 

opposed to principles of natural j ust ice and in violat ion of  

Rules 20 and 21 of the aforement ioned Rules and 

consequent ly be pleased to hold that  I am ent it led to have 

my probat ion declared and promoted as Panchayat  Secretary 

Grade-III with benefits incidental thereto ……”  

 

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

and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es-II. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t she was 

appointed  as Panc haya t Sec reta ry Grade-IV in the year 2014.  

While so, the d isc ip lina ry authority has initia ted  d isc ip lina ry 

p roc eed ings aga inst the petitioner. Though the Enquiry Offic er held  

tha t the c harge levelled  aga inst the petitioner is not p roved , the 

d isc ip lina ry authority imposed  punishment of stoppage of two 

annua l g rade inc rements without c umula tive effec t vide 

p roc eed ings da ted  07.06.2018.  Aggrieved  by the same, the 
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petitioner has p referred  an appea l before the 2nd  respondent on 

15.09.2018.  But, so fa r, the 2nd  respondent has not passed  any 

orders on the sa id  appea l. 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner submits tha t 

appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 2nd  

respondent to c onsider and  d ispose of the appea l p referred  by the 

petitioner on 15.09.2018 within a  reasonab le period  of time. 

The lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for the 

respondents c ontends tha t the 2nd  respondent would  c onsider and  

d ispose of the appea l p referred  by the petitioner in ac c ordanc e 

with law. 

 This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

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

view tha t this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  the 2nd  

respondent to c onsider and  d ispose of the appea l p referred  by the 

petitioner on 15.09.2018, in ac c ordanc e with law, within eight weeks 

from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.   

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

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 05-08-2019 

Prv 

 


