
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED :  26.07.2016

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE M.JAICHANDREN

W.P.No.8765 of 2014
and

M.P.No.1 of 2014

Pallikkalvi Thurai Nirvaga 
Aluvalar Sangam,
Reg.No.221/2012,
DPI Compound,
Chennai-600 006
rep by its General Secretary,
A.S.Rajendra Prasad,
S/o.P.Adam ..  Petitioner 

Vs.

1.The Inspector General of Registration,
   No.100, Santhome High Road,
   Pattinapakkam,
   Chennai-600 028.
2.The District Registrar,
   (Society Registration),
   No.1, Murthnagar Lane,
   Chennai North, Chennai-600 001.
3.Tamil Nadu Education Department
    Administrative Officials Association,
   (Regn. No.289 of 2013),
   No.46, Theradi Street,
   Triplicane, Chennai-600 005. ..  Respondents

The  writ  petition  is  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution  of  India  praying  for  the  issue  of  a  writ  of
mandamus, directing respondents 1 and 2  to pass appropriate
orders on the representation submitted by the petitioner, dated
11.10.2013,  as  well  as  on  03.02.2014,  for  cancellation  or
modification of the registration of the third respondent having
Regn. No.289 of 2013, within a time frame to be fixed by the
Court. 

For Petitioner : Mr.G.Sankaran
For Respondents: Mr.P.Karthikeyan, GA for RR1 and 2

  No appearance for R-3

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



ORDER

Heard  the  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the
petitioner, as well as the learned counsel appearing on behalf
of the respondents 1 and 2.

2 This writ petition has been filed by the petitioner,
praying  that  this  Court  may  be  pleased  to  issue  a  Writ  of
Mandamus, directing  the respondents 1 and 2 to pass appropriate
orders,  on  the  representations  submitted  by  the  petitioner,
dated  11.10.2013  and  03.02.2014,  for  the   cancellation  or
modification of the registration of the third respondent, having
registration No.289 of 2013.

3 Though  various  grounds  have  been  raised  in  the
affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the learned
counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner has submitted that
it  would  suffice,  if  the  second  respondent  is  directed  to
dispose  of  the  representation  of  the  petitioner,  dated
11.10.2013,  on  merits  and  in  accordance  with  law,  within  a
specified period. 

4 In view of the averments made in the affidavit filed in
support of the writ petition and in view of the submissions made
by the learned counsel, appearing on behalf of the petitioner,
this Court finds it appropriate to direct the second respondent
to  dispose  of  the  representation  of  the  petitioner,  dated
11.10.2013,  on  merits  and  in  accordance  with  law,  within  a
period of twelve weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of
this  order,  after  giving  an  opportunity  of  hearing  to  the
petitioner, as well as to the third respondent and the other
persons concerned, if any. The petitioner shall furnish a copy
of  the  representation,  dated  11.10.2013,  to  the  second
respondent, along with a copy of this order. However, it is made
clear  that  this  Court  has  not  expressed  any  opinion  on  the
merits of the matter, by passing this order. 

5 The  writ  petition  is  disposed  of,  with  the  above
directions.  No  costs.   Consequently,  connected  miscellaneous
petition is closed.
                              
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS IV)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

vvk
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To

1.The Inspector General of Registration,
   No.100, Santhome High Road,
   Pattinapakkam,
   Chennai-600 028.

2.The District Registrar,
   (Society Registration),
   No.1, Murthnagar Lane,
   Chennai North, Chennai-600 001.

+1cc to Mr.G. Sankaran, Advocate, S.R.No.42358

+1cc to the Government Pleader, S.R.No.42415

CA(CO)
EU(11/08/2016)

W.P.No.8765 of 2014

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


