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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)...... /2012
CC 15211/ 2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 17/02/2012 in WA No.110367/2011, of The

S| H GH OOURT OF MADRAS)

g STATE OF TAM L NADU BY SECY. & ORS. Petitioner(s)
% VERSUS

% PON ELANGOVAN & ORS. Respondent (s)

Wth I.A No.1 (appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP)
Date: 12/08/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN

For Petitioner(s) M. P. Narasina, Sr.Adv.
M. B.Bal aji, Adv.
M. R Rakesh Sharma, Adv.
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For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Hear d.

By our order dated 11th Septenber, 2012, we had directed
the petitioners to file an affidavit explaining the foll ow ng:
"1 Whether any inquiry has been conducted by the State
Governnent to identify persons responsible for the delay in the
filing of the appeal before the Hi gh Court; and
2. If inquiry has not been held, whether the State is ready to
hold the inquiry to identify those responsible and to proceed
against themin departnental action
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Pursuant to the above direction, an affidavit has been
filed by M. Rajeev Ranjan, Principal Secretary to Governnent,
Revenue Departnent, Chennai, pointing out that an i nquiry
conducted into the reasons and circunstances |leading to the delay
infiling of the letters patent appeal before the High Court has
established that six officials were responsible for the said
delay. Three out of the six named in the affidavit have already
retired while the renmaining three happens to be officers of the
| evel of Special Tahsildar, Special Deputy Tahsildar (SSI) and
Tal uk Supply O ficer respectively. The affidavit is Dblissfully
silent as to the basis on which the Governnent have found those
naned in the affidavit to be responsible for the delay in filing
of the letters patent appeal before the Hi gh Court.

In the ordinary course and as per the practice and
procedure generally followed for filing such appeals it is the
Governnent that takes a decision at the appropriate level. It is
difficult to appreciate how the Governnent have identified six nen
in the Revenue Departnment as responsible for the delay in the
filing of its appeal. W are, to say the least, totally
dissatisfied with the affidavit and the explanation offered. W
woul d, therefore, direct the Chief Secretary, CGovernnent of Tanil
Nadu, to hold a prelimnary inquiry and identify the officials
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responsible at different levels for the delay in the filing of the
appeal . This would include delay in the Adnministrative Departnent
concerned and in the Departnent of Law, Governnent of Tam | Nadu.
A report on the subject shall be filed by the Chief Secretary as
expeditiously as possible but not later than two nonths from
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t oday.
Post after the needful is done.
| (Mahabir Si ngh) [ (Veena Kher a) [
[ Court Master [ Court Master [
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