IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATE: 23.03.2017
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE B.RAJENDRAN
Writ Petition Nos.7084 and 7085 of 2017
T.P.Veerappan .. Petitioner in W.P.No.7084/2017

S.Sachithanantham .. Petitioner in W.P.No.7085/2017

Versus

1.The Principal Secretary/
Commissioner of Revenue Administration,
Disaster Management and Mitigation Department,
Ezhilagam, Chepauk,
Chennai-5.

2. The Additional District Magistrate and
the District Revenue Officer, Namakkal,
Namakkal District. .. Respondents in both W.P.'s

Prayer in both W.P.'s: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the
constitution of India to, issue a Writ-of Mandamus directing the first
respondent to dispose off the appeal preferred by the petitioner on
19.10.2016, at the earliest.

For Petitioner : Mr.Anil Relwani
(in both W.P.'s)

For Respondents : Mr.S.N.Parthasarathy
(in both W.P.'s) Government Advocate

COMMON " ‘ORDER
These Writ Petitions hawve  Dbeen - filed Dby the respective

petitioners seeking for a direction to the first respondent to dispose
off the appeal preferred by them on 19.10.2016, at the earliest.

2. The case of the petitioners is that they have applied for
possession of S.B.B.L. gun and accordingly the license to the
petitioners to possess a S.B.B.L. gun was granted vide Licence

No.T.748/31 and T.305/346 respectively. It is the further case of the
petitioners that recently the petitioners sought for renewal of their
S.B.B.LL gun license and made an applications wvide letter dated
https://hcservices.ekeurtsigbv.ivficserviceseNd  13.10.2015 respectively to the second respondent
requesting the second respondent to renew the licence. Accordingly,
the second respondent called the petitioners for enquiry vide



Roc.N0.26345/2015/M3 dated 14.09.2016. The petitioners attended the
enquiry on 24.09.2016. Thereafter, the second respondent refused to
renew the gun license on the ground that the petitioners did not
possess any land of their own and therefore, there is no necessity to
renew the licence in their favour. As against the orders of refusal
passed by the second respondent, the petitioners preferred statutory
appeals before the first respondent on 24.10.2016. Though the appeals
were received by the first respondent on 24.10.2016, no orders have
been passed till date. Hence, the petitioners have come forward with
these Writ Petitions seeking for the aforesaid relief.

3. Heard the learned counsel for the petitioners as well as the
learned Government Advocate appearing for the respondents and perused
the materials placed.

4. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case and also
considering the submissions made by the learned counsel appearing on
either side, without going into the merits of- the case, this Court
directs the first respondent to consider and pass orders on the
appeals filed by the petitioners on 19.10.2016, on merits and in
accordance with law, within a period of two months from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order. No costs.— These Writ Petitions are
disposed of.accordingly. No costs.

-s/d-
Assistant Registrar

True Cepy

Sub-Assistant Registrar
arr
To
1.The Principal Secretary/
Commissioner of Revenue Administration,
Disaster Management and Mitigation Department,
Ezhilagam, Chepauk,
Chennai-5.
2. The Additional District-Magistrate-and
the District Revenue Officer, Namakkal,
Namakkal District.
+2 CC to Government Pleader, High Court, Chennai Sr.No.18662 & 18663.
+2 CC to Mr.T.S.Rajeev Gandhi, Advocate Sr.No.18909 & 18910.
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