BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 30.11.2017
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P(MD)No.7586 of 2013

K.Natarajan,

Proprietor,

R.K.N.Engineering,

No.10&19, Viswanathapuram,

Kaveri Nagar,

Ariyamangalam, Trichy. .. Petitioner

Vs.

1.The Secretary to Government,
Tamil Nadu Small Industries Development Corporation Ltd.,
Chennai.

2.The Chairman and Managing Director,
Thiru-Vi-Ka Industrial Estate,
Near SIDCO Electronic Complex,
Guindy, Chennai - 32.

3.The Director,
Directorate of Town and Country Planning,
807, Anna Salai, Chennai.

4. The Branch Manager,
SIDCO, Ariyamangalam, Trichy. .. Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India praying for the issuance of a Writ of
Mandamus directing the respondents to consider the petitioner's
application dated 08.09.2006 and thereby direct the respondents to
allot the WCR Plot Nos.56 and 57 situated at Thuvakudi Industrial
Estate, Thiruchirapalli, in favour of the petitioner, within the
time stipulated by this Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.D.Sadig Raja

For Respondents 1 to 3 : Mr.J.Gunaseelan Muthaiah,
Government Advocate.

For Respondents 2 and 4 : Mr.K.P.Krishnadoss

ORDER
hitps:/ncservices.ecourtfdoviighcsaruicest petition is filed seeking a writ of Mandamus to
direct the respondents to allot WCR Plot Nos.56 and 57, situated
at Thuvakudi Industrial Estate, Thiruchirapalli, in favour of the



2

petitioner, based on his application, dated 08.09.2006, within the
time stipulated by this Court.

2 .Heard both sides.

3.The case of the petitioner is that he made an application
dated 08.09.2006 to the fourth respondent, seeking to allot WCR
Plot Nos.56 and 57, admeasuring 452.2 square metres, for running
his small scale industry. Since, 46 plots out of 147 plots, were
allotted to some other persons and the application of the
petitioner has not been considered, he also made a representation,
dated 08.04.2013, to all the respondents and the same has also
evoked no response. Therefore, the petitioner is before this
Court.

4.The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that
it would be suffice, if the application of the petitioner, dated
08.09.2006, is directed to be disposed of Dby the second
respondent, as per law, for which, the learned counsel appearing
for the respondents 2 and 4, has no serious objection.

5.Considering the limited scope of the relief sought for,
this Court, without going into the merits of the petitioner's
claim, directs the second respondent to consider the application
of the petitioner, dated 08.09.20060, on the basis of his
representation, dated 08.04.2013, and pass appropriate orders on
its own merit and in accordance with law, after affording due
opportunity of hearing to the petitioner, within a period of eight
weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.

6.The writ petition is disposed of as above. No costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (AS)
/True copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar
To

1.The Secretary to Government,
Tamil Nadu Small Industries Development Corporation Ltd.,
Chennai.
2.The Director,
Directorate of Town and Country Planning,
807, Anna Salai, Chennai.
+lcc to Mr.D.SADIQ RAJA,Advocate,SR. 90849
W.P(MD)No.7586 of 2013
30.11.2017
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