
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 06.09.2016

CORAM:

THE HON 'BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S.SIVAGNANAM

Writ Petition No.23481 of 2004

Goodwill Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd.,

rep.by its Administrative Officer,

A1, Parsan Guruparsad Complex,

No.204, T.T.K.Road,

Alwarpet, Chennai 600 018. ... Petitioner

Vs.

1. Small Industries Promotion Corporation

   of Tamil Nadu Limited,

   rep.by its Managing Director,

   19-A, Rukmani Lakshmipathi Road,

   Egmore, Chennai 600 008. 

2. Deputy Commercial Tax Officer,

   Dindugal (Rural),

   Dindugal.

3. The Superintending Engineer,

   Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,

   Dindigul. ... Respondents

Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India praying  for issuance of Writ of Certiorari calling for

the  concerned  records  from  the  2nd respondent  bearing

ROC.3631/03 A3 dated 22.06.2004 and the consequential Form B6

dated 22.06.2004 issued by the 2nd respondent and quash the

same. 

  For Petitioner     :   Mr.Balan Haridas

  For Respondents    :   Mr.K.Venkatesh

 Government Advocate for R2

  No appearance for R1 and R3

  

   ORDER

Heard Mr.Balan Haridas, learned counsel appearing for the

petitioner  and  Mr.K.Venkatesh  learned  Government  Advocate

appearing for the second respondent. https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



2.  The  petitioner  has  filed  this  writ  petition

challenging the order passed by the second respondent dated

22.06.2004, pertaining to IFST deferral scheme granted to the

petitioner.  The petitioner sought for stay of impugned order

and this court, while entertaining the writ petition,  has

passed an interim order on 17.08.2004, granting an order of

interim  injunction  subject  to  the  condition  that  the

petitioner pays a sum of Rs.15,00,000/- (Rupees Fifteen Lakhs

only) on or before 30.09.2004.  Subsequently, when the stay

petition came up for hearing on 31.07.2006, it was reported

that the petitioner did not comply with the order and he is

not  pressing  the  miscellaneous  petition.   Accordingly,  the

stay petition was dismissed.  Therefore, at this distance of

time adjudicating the correctness of the impugned order would

be  merely  academic,  as  there  would  have  been  several

subsequent event.

3.  Accordingly,  while  dismissing  the  writ  petition,

liberty is granted to the petitioner to work out their remedy

under the provisions of the Act, if still there is a need to

do so. No costs. 

This  Writ  petition  is  dismissed  with  the  above

observation.  No costs.

                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(J)

    //True Copy//

vsm/ari      Sub Assistant Registrar

To

1. The Managing Director,

   Small Industries Promotion Corporation

       of Tamil Nadu Limited,   

   19-A, Rukmani Lakshmipathi Road,

   Egmore, Chennai 600 008. 

2. The Deputy Commercial Tax Officer,

   Dindugal (Rural),

   Dindugal.

3. The Superintending Engineer,

   Tamil Nadu Electricity Board,

   Dindigul.

+1cc to Mr.Balan Haridas, Advocate, S.R.No.50528

+1cc to the Government Pleader, S.R.No.50634

W.P.No.23481 of 2004
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