IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
Dated: 15.04.2015
Coram:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.SATHYANARAYANAN

W.P.No.10706 of 2015
and
M.P.No.1l of 2015

B.Selvi .... Petitioner
vSs.

1. The Director of Municipal Administration,
Chepauk, Chennai - 5.

2. The Commissioner,
Nagapattinam Municipality,
Nagapattinam.

3. Anbu Selvi
4. Jayakodi .+. Respondents

Petition filed  under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
praying for the issuance of a writ of mandamus to direct the first
and second respondents to consider  the representation dated
30.03.2015 of the petitioner to secure the ends of Jjustice.

For petitioner : Mr.R.Sankarasubbu

For Respondents : Mr.R.Vijayakumar,
Addl. Govt. Pleader for Rl

ORDER

By consent, the writ petition itself is taken up for final
disposal.

2. The petitioner 1is one of the bidders for collection of
fees in respect of wvegetable, mutton. and. fish shops. She seeks a
direction to the respondent to cancel the auction, dated 18.2.2015,
and the bid awarded in favour of the fourth respondent in respect of
item No.6 of the Tender ©Notification floated Dby the second
respondent. According to the petitioner, there was no transparency
in conducting the auction. It is stated that at the instance of the
third respondent, who happened to be the Councillor of Nagapattinam
Municipality, the bid was awarded in favour of the fourth respondent
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and the petitioner has pointed out many infirmities in conducting the
auction in respect of item No.6.

3. The petitioner has submitted a representation dated
26.3.2015 and the reminder 30.03.2015 to the second respondent,

marking a copy to the other officials. Since the petitioner has not
been favoured with any response, she has come forward with this writ
petition.

4., Heard the submissions of the learned counsel for the
petitioner and Mr.R.Vijayakumar, learned Additional Government
Pleader, who accepts notice for R1 and R2.

5. This Court, taking into consideration the limited scope
of the prayer sought for by the petitioner and without entering into
the merits of the representation, directs the second respondent to
consider and .dispose of the petitioner's representation dated
26.3.2015 and the reminder dated 30.03.2015 on merits and 1in
accordance with law and pass orders as expeditiously as possible, not
later than four weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this
order and communicate the decision to the petitioner as well as to
respondents 3 and 4.

6. The writ petition is disposed of accordingly. No costs.
Connected miscellaneous petition is closed.
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Assistant Registrar( )
True Copy
Sub-Assistant Registrar
To

1. The Director of Municipal Administration,
Chepauk, Chennai - 5.

2. The Commissioner,
Nagapattinam Municipality,
Nagapattinam.
+ 1 cc to Mr.R.Sankarasubbu, Advocate SR 20462

+ 1 cc to Govt.Pleader SR 20693
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