
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

DATED: 25.10.2016

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE B.RAJENDRAN

W.P.No.37368/2016 & WMP No.32025 of 2016

VMI Videomail Infotech (P) Ltd.,

Represented by its Proprietor,

V.Ashwin Kumar .. Petitioner

Vs.

1. Union of India,

    Represented by its Secretary to Government,

    Ministry of Finance,

    New Delhi – 110 001. 

2. The State of Tamilnadu 

    Represented by its Secretary to Government,

    Home Department,

    Fort St. George, Chennai – 600 009. 

3. The Commissioner of Police,

    Vepery, Chennai – 600 007.

4. The Inspector of Police,

    K.8, Arumbakkam Police Station,

    Arumbakkam, 

    Chennai – 600 106.  .. Respondents

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India praying for issuance of a Writ of mandamus forbearing the

respondents 2 to 4 from interfering with the petitioner carrying

on his business activities.  

For Petitioner     : Mr.P.Anandan 

For Respondents    : Mr.Madanagopal Rao 

     Standing Counsel for R1 

     Mr.Digvijayapandian 

     Addl. Government Pleader–

R1 to R4

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



ORDER

Heard  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and

Mr.Madanagopal Rao, Standing Counsel for the first respondent

and  Mr.Digvijaypandian,  Additional  Government  Pleader  for  the

respondents  2  to  4,  who  accepts  notice  on   behalf  of  the

respondents  and  with  the  consent  on  either  side,  the  writ

petition is taken up for final disposal.

2.   The petitioner would state that they are carrying

on  the  business  under  the  name  and  style  of  VMI  Videomal

Infotech (P) Limited and the same has been registered under the

Companies  Act,  1956.   According  to  the  petitioner  they  are

running the company right from the year 2011 and they are doing

business with a valid licence.  While so, the respondents are

threatening the petitioner that they would close their business

activities.    Hence, the petitioner has come forward with the

present writ petition.  

3.  The learned counsel for the respondents 2 to 4

submitted that already they have received a complaint from the

authorities  concerned  that  the  petitioner  is  cheating  people

under the guise of providing employment and the complaint has

been  assigned  C.S.R.No.255  of  2015  and  the  same  is  pending

investigation.  

4.  Considering the rival submissions, as the prayer as

it is cannot be granted because, it is the authorities who has

to take a decision regarding the business activities conducted

by  the  petitioner,  the  third  and  fourth  respondents   are

directed  to conduct investigation in C.S.R.No.255 of 2015 in

accordance with law and the petitioner shall co-operate with the

enquiry proceedings.  

5.  The writ petition is disposed of with the above

direction.  No costs.  Consequently, the connected miscellaneous

petition is closed.  

                              

                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar
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vrc

To

1.  The Secretary to Government,

Union of India,

     Ministry of Finance,

     New Delhi – 110 001. 

2. The Secretary to Government,

    Home Department,

    Fort St. George, Chennai – 600 009. 

3. The Commissioner of Police,

    Vepery, Chennai – 600 007.

4. The Inspector of Police,

    K.8, Arumbakkam Police Station,

    Arumbakkam, 

    Chennai – 600 106.  

+1cc to Mr. Majastic Law Firm, Advocate, S.R.No.61107

+1cc to Mr. J. Madangopal Rao, Advocate, S.R.No.60846

+1cc to the Government Pleader, S.R.No.61591

ks (CO)

md (8/11/2016)

W.P.No.37368/2016
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