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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED:  01.09.2015

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.SUDHAKAR

AND

THE HONOURABLE MS.JUSTICE V.M.VELUMANI

W.P.(MD)No.12020 of 2013

Christopher ... Petitioner

Vs.

1.The Chief Secretary, St.George Fort,

  Chennai.

2.The District Collector,Collectorate,

  Thoothukudi District,Korampallam, Thoothukudi.

3.The District Superintendent of Police,

  District Superintendent Office, Thoothukudi.

4.The Revenue Divisional Officer,

  RDO Office, Tiruchendur.

5.The Assistant Divisional Engineer,

  Highways Department, Tiruchendur.

6.The Tahsildar, Taluk Office,

  Tiruchendur.

7.The Block Development Officer,

  Panchayat Union Office,Udangudi – 628 203.

8.The President, Meignanapuram Panchayat,

  Panchayat Board Office, Meignanapuram.

  (R8 impleaded vide order dated 02.04.2014 

     In MP 1/13)  ... Respondents 

Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India praying to issue a Mandamus directing the respondents 1 to 7

to  consider the representation dated 15.02.2013 and consequently
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direct the 1st to 7th respondents to construct a public toilet in

the market area of the Meignanapuram.

For Petitioner : Mr.V.Rajiv Rufus

For RR – 1 to 6 : Mr.M.Alagathevan

      Special Govt. Pleader 

For R – 7   : Mr.Sathesh Kumar

  Additional Govt.Pleader 

ORDER

(Order of the Court was made by  R.SUDHAKAR,J.)

This  writ  petition  has  been  filed  in  public  interest,

seeking a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents 1 to 7 to

consider  the  representation  dated  15.02.2013  and  consequently

direct them to construct a public toilet in the market area of

Meignanapuram.

  2. Though the petitioner has sought for the relief as

above, the learned Counsel for the petitioner would submit that

the  representation  of  the  petitioner  dated  15.02.2013  may  be

directed to be considered by the first respondent.

3.  Accordingly,  without  going  into  the  merits  of  the

petitioner's claim, the first respondent is directed to verify the

nature of the complaint made by the petitioner and consider the

representation of the petitioner dated 15.02.2013 on its own merit

and in accordance with law, as expeditiously as possible. It is

made clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the

merits of the case and the authority concerned is free to deal

with the matter on its own merit as per law.

4. With the above direction, this writ petition stands

disposed of.  No costs

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (AS)

/True Copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar 
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mj

To

1.The Chief Secretary, St.George Fort, Chennai.

2.The District Collector, Collectorate,

  Thoothukudi District, Korampallam, Thoothukudi.

3.The District Superintendent of Police,

  District Superintendent Office, Thoothukudi.

4.The Revenue Divisional Officer,

  RDO Office, Tiruchendur.

5.The Assistant Divisional Engineer,

  Highways Department, Tiruchendur.

6.The Tahsildar,

  Taluk Office, Tiruchendur.

7.The Block Development Officer,

  Panchayat Union Office, Udangudi – 628 203.

8.The President,  Meignanapuram Panchayat,

  Panchayat Board Office, Meignanapuram.

+1CC to Mr.V.Rajiv Rufus Advocate Sr.No.50799

GJM/DP-JGB-16.9.15-3P-10C 

W.P.(MD)No.12020 of 2013
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