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                        WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 228 OF 2009

MURUGAN                                                            Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

REGR.GEN.HIGH COURT OF MADRAS & ORS.                               Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for directions and office report)

Date: 23/07/2010         This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE J.M. PANCHAL
          HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE GYAN SUDHA MISRA

For Petitioner(s)              Mr. S. Thananjayan,Adv.

For Respondent(s)              Mr. V.G. Pragasam,Adv.
                               Mr. S. J. Aristojle, Adv
                               Mr. Prabu Ramasubramanian, Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R
                  By filing this petition under Article 32 of the
   Constitution of India, the petitioner has prayed to issue
   writ      of    Mandamus       directing      the   respondents     to    make
   appointments to the post of District Judge in the light of
   (1) amended rules i.e. The Union Territory of Pondicherry
   Judicial        Service       (Cadre    and   Recruitment)      Rules,    2008
   notified        on    8.4.2008   (2)    the   directions   of    this    Court
   dated 21.3.2002 in Writ Petition (C) No.1022 of 1989 and
   (3) order dated 16.1.2009 in Writ Petition (C) No.648 of
   2007.
          Heard the learned counsel for the parties. The learned
   counsel for the respondents has produced a copy of order
   dated 1.12.2009 passed by the High Court of Judicature                      at
   Madras     in        Writ    Petition    Nos.14499, 9520, 9844 etc. of
                           - 2 -
 2009 which indicates that similar prayer was made by the
petitioner in those Writ Petitions and the Writ Petitions
have been dismissed by the High Court.
       In view of the above-mentioned order, the present
petition   cannot   be   entertained   and   is   liable   to   be
dismissed. Hence, the present petition is dismissed.

    (Neetu Sachdeva)                     (Sneh Bala Mehra)
        Sr. P. A.                           Court Master


