HON’BLE SRl JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILU

WRTPETTION No.30892 of 2018

ORDER:

When the matteristaken up for hearing, learned counsel for
the petitioner contends that the notice dated 27.07.2018 issued by
the 2nd respondent isnot maintainable, asthe 29 respondent is not
the competent authority to issue notice dated 27.07.2018.

Leamed Sanding Counsel appearing for the 349 respondent
has not disputed the submission made by the learned counsel for
the petitioner and contended that the 349 respondent is the
competent authority to initiate action against the petitioner.

This Court, having considered the rival submissions made by
the leamed counsel for the respective parties, is of the considered
view that since the 2nd respondent is not the competent authority,
the impugned notice dated 27.07.2018 isliable to be set asde and
it is accordingly set aside. The 34 respondent is given liberty to
initiate action against the petitionerin accordance with law.

With the above directions, the writ petition isdisposed of. No
orderasto costs.

Pending miscellaneouspetitions, if any, shall stand closed.
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