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The Court : In the instant writ petition wherein the petitioner has

challenged the charge sheet issued to him by his employer, the petitioner

took out an application being GA 3074 of 2018 which was disposed of by

an order dated 19th December, 2018, allowing the enquiry proceeding to

continue without any restriction and the Enquiry Officer was given liberty

to submit his report to the disciplinary authority within a timeframe. The

disciplinary authority was also permitted to pass an appropriate order on

the basis of the enquiry report within a timeframe but no effect was

directed to be given to the order of the disciplinary authority without the
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leave of the Court. The enquiry proceedings were completed and the

disciplinary authority has passed an order on 6th June, 2019. The

petitioner has, inter alia, challenged the enquiry report and the order

passed by the disciplinary authority in a subsequent writ petition being

WPO No. 919 of 2021. In the second writ petition, I am told the directions

for filing of affidavit have been given. The affidavit-in-opposition is

required to be filed by 15th of November, 2021.

In the facts and circumstances as aforesaid, I think that instead of

hearing the instant writ petition in an isolated manner, both the writ

petitions should be heard together.

Let this writ petition being WPO 111 of 2018 appear along with

WPO 919 of 2021 on 8th December, 2021.

  (ARINDAM MUKHERJEE, J.)
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