
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 27.04.2016

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE T.S.SIVAGNANAM

W.P.NO.15730 OF 2016

A.Dhanasekaran   ... Petitioner

Versus 

1. The Joint Director of Municipal Administration
   Chepauk,
   Chennai – 600 005.

2. The Executive Engineer 
   Regional Director of Municipal Administration
   Vellore. 

3. The Commissioner 
   Thiruvathipuram Municipality
   Thiruvathipuram.  ... Respondents

PRAYER:  Writ  petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution  of  India,  praying  for  the  issuance  of  Writ  of
Mandamus, directing the third respondent to consider and pass
suitable orders on the representation of the petitioner made to
him on 22.06.2015 for the payment towards the additional work
done  by  the  petitioner  for  the   “Amma  Unavakam”  near  the
Thiruvathipuram Municipal Market, Thiruvathipuram. 
   

For Petitioner : Mr.S.Balasubramanian   

For Respondents : Mr.R.Rajeswaran
Special Government Pleader 

O R D E R

Heard Mr.S.Balasubramanian, learned counsel appearing
for  the  petitioner  and  Mr.R.Rajeswaran,  learned  Special
Government  Pleader,  accepting  notice  on  behalf  of  the
respondents. With the consent of the learned counsel appearing
on  either  side,  the  writ  petition  is  taken  up  for  final
disposal, at the admission stage itself. 

2.The petitioner has filed this writ petition seeking
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for a direction to the third respondent to consider and pass
suitable  orders  on  his  representation  dated  22.06.2015  for
payment towards the additional work done by him for the “Amma
Unavakam”  near  Thiruvathipuram  Municipal  Market,
Thiruvathipuram. 

3.The petitioner is a Contractor, whose services were
engaged by the respondents, for the additional construction work
done  in  the  “Amma  Unavakam”  near  Thiruvathipuram  Municipal
Market, Thiruvathipuram. The petitioner would state that though
the work has been completed fully to the satisfaction of the
authorities, his bills are not been settled. In this regard, the
petitioner  has  made  representations  dated  22.06.2015  and
31.03.2016 which have been acknowledged by the respondents 1 and
2. Further, the Municipality had awarded the work in favour of
the petitioner, pursuant to a resolution passed on 12.09.2014.
Since his representations are still pending, the petitioner is
before this Court. 

4.In the light of the same, there will be a direction
to  the  second  respondent  to  consider  the  petitioner's
representation dated 31.03.2016 and pass appropriate orders, on
merits  and  in accordance with  law, within a  period of eight
weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. If there
is no dispute as regards the claim made by the petitioner, then
appropriate  directions  may  be  issued  for  settling  the
petitioner's bills. 

5.With  the  above  direction,  the  writ  petition  is
disposed of. No costs. 
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS VII)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar
TK

To

1. The Joint Director of Municipal Administration
   Chepauk, Chennai – 600 005.

2. The Executive Engineer 
   Regional Director of Municipal Administration
   Vellore. 

3. The Commissioner 
   Thiruvathipuram Municipality
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   Thiruvathipuram. 

+1cc to Mr.S.Balasubramanian, Advocate, S.R.No.26177
+1cc to the Government Pleader, S.R.No.26789 (6/6/16)

W.P.NO.15730 OF 2016

MP(CO)
CA(02/06/2016)
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