
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION Nos.22945 and 22948 of 2019 

ORDER: 

 These writ petitions a re d isposed  of a t the stage of admission 

with the c onsent of both the parties. 

Heard  Mr.P.V.Ramana , lea rned  c ounsel for petitioners and  

the lea rned  Government Pleader for Forest. 

Sinc e the issue ra ised  in these writ petitions is one and  the 

same, they a re being d isposed  of by this c ommon order. 

  For the sake of c onvenienc e, the fac ts in W.P.No.22945 of 

2019 a re d isc ussed  hereunder :- 

W.P.No.22945 of 2019 is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …… to issue a Writ ,  Order or direct ion more in the 

nature of Mandamus declaring the act ion of the respondents 

in not  f inalizing the Departmental Proceedings init iated by 

the 1st Respondent  in Rc.No.255/ 2017/ M4(1) dated 20.2.2017 

by issuing Art icles of Charge, inspite of submit t ing the report  

by Enquiry Off icer in the month of April 2018 as il legal and 

arbit rary and violat ive of Art icles 14 and 21 of the 

Const itut ion of India and cont rary to the Circular inst ruct ions 

issued by the Government  and consequent ly direct  the 

respondents to forthwith f inalize the departmental 

proceedings by passing orders……” . 

 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t he worked  as 

Deputy Range Offic er and  retired  from servic e on a tta ining  the age 

of superannua tion on 30.04.2018.  While the petitioner was 

d isc harg ing  his duties, the 1st respondent initia ted  d isc ip lina ry 

p roc eed ings aga inst the petitioner by issuing a  c harge memo on 

20.02.2017.  Therea fter, the petitioner has submitted  an exp lana tion 

to the sa id  c harge memo.  Not sa tisfied  with the exp lana tion 

submitted  by the petitioner, the 1st respondent has appointed  an 
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Enquiry Offic er to c onduc t enquiry.  The Enquiry Offic er a fter 

c onduc ting  deta iled  enquiry submitted  a  report in the month of 

April, 2018.  But, so fa r, the respondents have not passed  any orders 

on the d isc ip lina ry proc eed ings sa id  to have been initia ted  aga inst 

the petitioner and  the petitioner is not in a  position to rec eive 

pension and  pensionary benefits. 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners submits tha t 

appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 1st 

respondent to c onc lude the d isc ip lina ry p roc eed ings initia ted  

aga inst the petitioners within a  reasonab le period  of time p referab ly 

within a  period  of three months, so as to enab le the petitioners to 

rec eive pension and  pensionary benefits. 

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 

has c ontended  tha t sinc e the Enquiry offic er has submitted  a  report 

during  April, 2018, the 1st respondent would  c onc lude the 

d isc ip lina ry p roc eed ings initia ted  aga inst the petitioners within a  

period  of three months. 

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

c onsidered  view tha t this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  

the 1st respondent to c onc lude the d isc ip lina ry p roc eed ings sa id  to 

have been initia ted  aga inst the petitioners within a  period  of three 

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

With the above observa tions, the writ petitions a re 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: 22-10-2019 

Prv 
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