
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 11.02.2026

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE   C.V.KARTHIKEYAN  

AND

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE K.KUMARESH BABU

W.P.No. 11887 of 2024

R.Ravichandran
S/o. V.Ramasamy ... Petitioner 

Vs.

1. The Registrar 
Central Administrative Tribunal
Chennai Bench
Madras High Court Campus
Chennai – 600 104.

2. The Union of India 
Rep. by
The Secretary
Department of Post
Dak Bavan, New Delhi – 110 001.

3. The Chief Post Master General
Tamil Nadu Circle
Chennai – 600 002.

4. The Superintendent
RMS CB Division
Coimbatore – 641 001.

5. The Senior Superintendent
SRM, MA Division,
Madurai – 625 001.
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6. The Senior  Superintendent of Post Offices
Tiruchirappalli Division
Tiruchirappalli – 620 001. ...Respondents

PRAYER: Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, praying 

for  the  issue  of  a  Writ  of   Certiorarified  Mandamus  calling  for  the 

concerned records relating to the impugned order dated 08.11.2023 passed 

by the first respondent in MA 463 of 2021 in O.A.No. 927 of 2021 and 

quash the same and remit back the case to the first respondent for further 

proceedings in O.A.No. 927 of 2021.

***

For Petitioner :  Mr. S.Ramaswamy Rajarajan

For RR 2 to 6 : Mr.V.Chandrasekaran
  Standing Panel Council

ORDER

(Order of the Court was made by C.V.KARTHIKEYAN, J.)

The Writ Petition has been filed questioning an order in M.A.No. 

463  of  2021  in  O.A.No.  927  of  2021  dated  08.11.2023  of  the  Central 

Administrative Tribunal at Chennai whereby the Tribunal had refused to 

grant permission to the applicants therein, who are 62 numbers, to file a 

single application.  On the other hand, the Tribunal had directed that each 
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individual should file separate original applications. 

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner raised a grievance that the 

petitioners were all working in the respondent office and that the issues 

raised by them were the same and therefore, they had joined together to 

file a single original application. It had been stated that even earlier, they 

had filed a similar application together and permission was granted to file 

one particular original application.  

3.  A counter had been filed by the respondents before the Tribunal 

stating  that  the  dates  of  joining,  dates  of  absorption  /  appointment  are 

different  for  each  applicants  and  therefore  checking  the  records  would 

consume enormous time and it would difficult to file a common reply.

4.  In the cause title to the application, it is seen that the applicants 

had only given their residential address and had not given the requisite data 

as required by the respondents in the counter affidavit. 
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5.  We would direct that the applicants herein must provide their 

office  address  and  also  provide  the  respective  dates  of  joining  in  the 

respondent division and the dates of absorption / appointment and also the 

particular post office /division where they were working at the time when 

they filed the application.

6.  We heard the learned Standing Counsel for the respondents, who 

argued that the respondents might find it difficult to gather the requisite 

service details. However, it  would also be a difficult task if 62 separate 

original applications are filed and 62 separate counter affidavits are to be 

filed.  

7.   The  cause  is  the  same,  the  issues  raised  are  the  same  and 

therefore, the respondents could address the issues raised by the applicants 

herein by filing a common counter affidavit.

8.  Taking all these factors into consideration, we would set aside the 

order of the Tribunal and allow the Writ Petition. No costs.

9.  A direction is granted to the petitioners herein to file one single 
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original applications in accordance with the rules. We would again reiterate 

that the details of each one of the applicants, namely, the dates of joining, 

dates of absorption / appointment, the place of post office/ division should 

be provided in the original application individually for each one of the 62 

applicants.

   [C.V.K., J.]              [K.B., J.]

           11.02.2026

Index: Yes/No
Internet:Yes/No
Neutral Citation: Yes/No

vsg

1. The Registrar 
Central Administrative Tribunal
Chennai Bench
Madras High Court Campus
Chennai – 600 104.

2. The Secretary
The Union of India 
Department of Post
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Dak Bavan, New Delhi – 110 001.

3. The Chief Post Master General
Tamil Nadu Circle
Chennai – 600 002.

4. The Superintendent
RMS CB Division
Coimbatore – 641 001.

5. The Senior Superintendent
SRM, MA Division,
Madurai – 625 001.

6. The Senior  Superintendent of Post Offices
Tiruchirappalli Division
Tiruchirappalli – 620 001.

C.V.KARTHIKEYAN, J.

AND

K.KUMARESH BABU, J.

vsg
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W.P.No. 11887 of 2024

11.02.2026
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