IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 15.10.2015
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE Mr.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P.Nos.33227 and 33228 of 2015

M.Ganesan M. Petitioner in
W.P.No.33227 of 2015

G.Raghavan ... wPetitfioner in
W.P.No.33228 of 2015

1.Tamil Nadu State Marketing
Corporation Limited (TASMAC)
rep. by its Managing Director,
Thalamuthu Natarajan Maaligai,
Gandhi Irwin-Road, Egmore,
Chennai - 8.

2.The District Manager,
Tamil Nadu State Marketing
Corporation Limited (TASMAC),
Tiruvallur (East) District No.l1,
Bangalore Highway,
Chambarambakkam,
Tiruvallur - 602 103. ...Respondents in
both the W.Ps

Writ petitions filed under Article 226 of the Constitution
of India for the issuance of writ of mandamus directing the
respondents herein to consider 'the petitioners' representations
dated 08.10.2015.

For Petitioners : Mr.P.Rajkumar Pandian
in both the W.Ps

For Respondents : Mr.C.Kasirajan
in both the W.Ps
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COMMON ORDER

Petitioners have filed these writ petitions seeking for a
direction to the respondents to consider the representations of
the petitioners dated 08.10.2015 and pass orders.

2.It is the case of the petitioners that their relatives
viz., mother and sister respectively, had been running the bars
attached to Shop No.8881 situated at No.41/43, Kamarajar Salai,
Manali, Chennai and Shop No0.8831 situated at ©No.30-A, Annai
Velankanni Nagar, Palpannai Road, Madhavaram, Chennai - 60
respectively. While so, tender was invited by the second
respondent for the vyear 2015-2016.. The grievance of the
petitioners is that though they have obtained No Objection
Certificates from the land owners, they could not submit the bid
as the upset price fixed by the second.respondent was far higher
than what 1s prescribed under Condition No.Z2. Hence they have
made representations dated 08.10.2015 to-the second respondent.
Since no orders have been passed on the said representations,
the petitioners have filed these writ petitions.

3.Heard the learned counsel for the petitioners and the
learned counsel for the respondents.

4.Considering»~the limited . prayer -sought « for Dby the
petitioners, without going into the merits of the case, the
second respondent is directed to consider the representations of
the petitioners dated 08.10.2015 and pass orders on merits and
in accordance with law, after affording due opportunity to the
petitioners, within a ,period of six- weeks from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order. The writ petitions are disposed
of accordingly. No costs.
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To

1.The Managing Director,
Tamil Nadu State Marketing
Corporation Limited (TASMAC),
Thalamuthu Natarajan Maaligai,
Gandhi Irwin Road, Egmore,
Chennai - 8.
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2. The District Manager,
Tamil Nadu State Marketing
Corporation Limited (TASMAC),
Tiruvallur (East) District No.l,
Bangalore Highway, Chambarambakkam,
Tiruvallur - 602 103.

+2 CC to MR.P.Rajkumar Pandian Advocate. SR.NO.56763 &
56764

+2 CC to MR.C.Kasirajan Advocate. SR.NO.57056 & 57057

W.P.Nos.33227 and 33228 of 2015
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JD 28/10/2015
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