In the High Court of Judicature at Madras
Dated: 03.09.2015
Coram:

The Honourable Mr. SANJAY KISHAN KAUL, Chief Justice
and
The Honourable Mr. Justice T.S. SIVAGNANAM

Writ Appeal Nos. 1117 to 1121 of 2011

Tamil Nadu Wall Painting Advertising
Association, rep. by dits Secretary
A.K. Hemachandran
65, Anjugam Nagar 3*¢ Street
Ashok Nagar, Chennai 600 083. .. Appellant in WA.1117/2011/
Petitioner

M/s. Supreme Publicities
rep. by its Proprietor Madan Mohan
Agarwal, 11/4, 14 Street
Nandanam Extension,  Chennai-35. .. Appellant in WA.1118/2011/
Petitioner

M/s. Adview, rep. by its Partner
K. Chandrasekaran, 70-A, Kodambakkam
Road, West Saidapet
Chennai 600 015. .. Appellant in WA.1119/2011/
Petitioner

M/s. Focus Media

rep. by its Partner Mrs. K. Ramya

65, Anjugam Nagar 3*¢ Street

Ashok Nagar, Chennai 600 083. .. Appellant in WA.1120/2011/
Petitioner

M/s. Mohan Ads
rep. by its Proprietor Madan Mohan
Agarwal, 11/4, 14"" Street
Nandanam Extension, Chennai-35. .. Appellant in WA.1121/2011/
Petitioner

vs.
1. Government of Tamil Nadu
rep. by its Secretary

Municipal Administration and Water Supply Department
Chennai 600 009.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



2. The Commissioner
Corporation of Chennai
Chennai 600 003.

3. The Commissioner of Police
Egmore, Chennai 600 008. .. Respondents in all
writ appeals

PRAYER: Writ Appeal filed under Clause 15 of the Letters Patent,
against the Common Order of this court dated 28.06.2011 passed by the
learned Single Judge, 1in Writ Petition Nos. 26051 of 2010, 113 of
2011, 29239 of 2010, 26821 of 2010. and 114 of 2011. W.P.No0.29239 of
2010 has Dbeen preferred under Article 226 of the constitution of
India praying for the issue of a writ of Mandamus to direct the 2nd
respondent not to interfere with advertisement through digital flex
pasted in the #walls of the Railway buildings or wall writing/
painting in the walls of the Railways Buildings in the City of
Chennai belonging to the petitioner firm. W.P.N0o.26051 of 2010 has
been preferred wunder Articile 226 of the Constitution of 1India
praying for '‘the issue of a writ of mandamus' to direct the 2nd
respondent 'not to interfere with the right of the members of the
petitioner association to carry on their advertisement Dbusiness
through digital flex or wall writing or painting in the wall of the
private buildings in the city of Chennai. W:P.No0.26821/2010: Praying
to dissue a Writ of Mandamus direct the. . 2nd respondent not to
interfere with the right of the members of the petitioner to carry on
their advertisement business through digital flex pasted in the walls
of the private land owners building for displaying advertisement or
wall writing / painting in the walls of the private land owners
building belonging to —the petitioner 1in the City of Chennai.
W.P.Nos.113 and 114 of 2011 have been preferred under Articile 226 of
the constitution of India praying for the issue of a writ of mandamus
to direct the 2nd respondent not to interfere with the right of the
petitioner company to carry on their advertisement Dbusiness through
digital flex wvinyl sheets pasted in the walls of the private land
owners building for displaying advertisement or wall writing/
painting in the walls of the private land owners building belonging
to the petitioner company in the City of Chennai. W.P.No.10601 of
2011 has been preferred under Article 226 of the constitution of
India praying for  the issue of-a writ of. mandamus to direct the
respondents 2 to 4 not: to interfere with the right of the petitioner
to carry on their advertisement business through digital flex or wall
writing or painting in the wall of the private buildings in
Kancheepuram and Thiruvallur District.

For Appellant : Mr. T.S. Venkatesh
in all appeals for M/s. B.S.G. Firm
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For Respondents : Mr. S.T.S.Murthi, Govt. Pleader
in all appeals. assisted by Mr. V.R. Kamalanathan,
Addl. Govt. Pleader &
Mr.V.Shanmughasundar,
Govt. Advocate.

COMMON JUDGMENT
(Delivered by The Hon'ble The Chief Justice)
Learned counsel for the appellants states that the second
respondent has removed the wall paintings in a private building and
thus, he seeks to withdraw the appeals. Endorsement has been made.

These writ appeals stand dismissed as withdrawn. No costs.
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Copies to;

1. The Secretary
Government of Tamil Nadu
Municipal Administration and Water Supply Department
Chennai 600 009.

2. The Commissioner
Corporation of Chennail

Chennai 600 003.

3. The Commissioner of Police
Egmore, Chennai 600 008.

+2 ccs to M/s.B.S.G.FIRM Advocate, sr.47954

W.A. Nos. 1117 to 1121 of 2011

ala co
kra 29/09/2015
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