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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED :   20.12.2017

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P(MD)No.23545 of 2017   

K.Agni ...  Petitioner 
Vs.

1.The General Manager (Administration),
   Tamil Nadu Arasu Cable TV Corporation,
   Government of Tamil Nadu,
   Chennai.

2.The Special Tahsildar,
   Tamil Nadu Arasu Cable TV Corporation,
   District Collector Office Campus,
   Madurai – 625 020. ... Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India  praying  for  issuance  of  a  Writ  of  Mandamus  directing  the
respondents herein to grant the Local Cable Operator licence to the
petitioner  at  Krishnapuram  and  Adhikaripatti  Villages,  Peraiyur
Taluk, Madurai District by considering the representation given by
the petitioner dated 15.12.2017 within the time stipulated by this
Court. 

For Petitioner     : Mr.B.Jameel Arasu
For Respondents : Mr.S.Gunasekaran

  
ORDER

By consent, this writ petition itself is taken up for final
disposal.

2.  Mr.S.Gunasekaran,  learned  Counsel,  takes  notice  for  the
respondents.

3.  The  petitioner  before  this  Court  is  a  local  Cable  TV
Operator  and  according  to  him,  he  has  submitted  an  application
seeking Local Cable Operator (LCO) Licence dated 01.03.2017, before
the respondents. It is his specific contention that though by letter
dated  08.12.2017,  the  first  respondent  has  directed  the  second
respondent to enquire and report back within a period of seven days,
the second respondent has not taken any steps. Aggrieved thereby,
the  petitioner  has  submitted  a  representation  dated  15.12.2017,
before the second respondent and as the same is also kept pending,
without any action, the present petition came to be filed.
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4. When the matter is taken up for hearing today, the learned
Counsel for the petitioner submitted that it would be suffice if the
representation of the petitioner dated 15.12.2017, is disposed of by
the second respondent, within a stipulated time limit.

5. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case and also
the limited scope of the relief sought for by the petitioner, this
Court, without expressing any opinion on the merits of the matter,
directs the second respondent to consider the representation of the
petitioner dated 15.12.2017 and pass appropriate orders, on its own
merit and in accordance with law, after affording due opportunity of
hearing  to  the  petitioner  as  well  as  all  the  other  interested
parties, if any, within a period of six weeks from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order. 

6. With the above direction, this writ petition is disposed of.
No costs.  

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar(C.O)

/True Copy/

Sub-Assistant Registrar
To

1.The General Manager (Administration),
   Tamil Nadu Arasu Cable TV Corporation,
   Government of Tamil Nadu,
   Chennai.

2.The Special Tahsildar,
   Tamil Nadu Arasu Cable TV Corporation,
   District Collector Office Campus,
   Madurai – 625 020.

+One cc to M/s.B.Jameel Arasu, Advocate, SR.No.94079
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