
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 30.07.2018

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE K.KALYANASUNDARAM

W.P.No.11066 of 2013

T.Saikrishnan     ... Petitioner

Vs.
1. Union of India,
   Rep.by the Secretary,
   Ministry of Information and Broadcasting,
   Room No.655, ‘A’ Wing, Shastri Bhawan,
   Dr.Rajendra Prasad Road,
   New Delhi – 110 001.

2. The Managing Director,
   M/s. Tamil Nadu Arasu Cable TV Corporation Ltd.,
   No.11/22, Mangadu Samy Street,
   Nungambakkam, Chennai – 600 034. … 

Respondents

Prayer  :  Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution of India to issue a writ of mandamus, directing the

1st respondent  to  consider  and  dispose  of  the  representation
dated 05.03.2013 on merits and in accordance with law, within
the time period fixed by this Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.Pitty Parthasarathy

For Respondents : Mr.B.Rabu Manohar
            SCGPC for R1

          Mr.Abdul Saleem for R2

O R D E R

Heard  Mr.Pitty  Parthasarathy,  learned  counsel  for  the
petitioner, Mr.B.Rabu Manohar, learned Senior Central Government
Panel  Counsel  for  the  first  respondent  and  Mr.Abdul  Saleem,
learned  counsel  for  the  second  respondent  and  perused  the
materials available on record.

2.  The  prayer  sought  for  in  this  writ  petition  is  for
issuance of a writ of mandamus, directing the first respondent
to consider and dispose of the representation of the petitioner
dated 05.03.2013.

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



3. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that it
would suffice, if a direction is issued to the first respondent
to consider the representation of the petitioner.

4. The learned Senior Central Government Panel Counsel for
the first respondent submitted that the representation of the
petitioner would be considered in accordance with law.

5. The learned counsel for the second respondent submitted
that  the  petitioner  made  a  complaint  against  the  second
respondent and since the analogue mode, has now been digitalized
and  the  prayer  sought  for  in  this  writ  petition  has  become
infructuous.

6. However, considering the facts and the submissions made
by the learned counsel on either side, this Court, without going
into the merits of the case, directs the first respondent to
consider  the  representation  of  the  petitioner  05.03.2013  and
pass  orders  on  merits  and  in  accordance  with  law,  after
providing an opportunity to all the necessary parties, within a
period of six weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this
order.

7. With the above direction, this writ petition is disposed
of. However, there shall be no order as to costs. 

                              
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS IX)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

ms

To

1. The Secretary,
   Union of India,
   Ministry of Information and Broadcasting,
   Room No.655, ‘A’ Wing, Shastri Bhawan,
   Dr.Rajendra Prasad Road,
   New Delhi – 110 001.
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2. The Managing Director,
   M/s. Tamil Nadu Arasu Cable TV Corporation Ltd.,
   No.11/22, Mangadu Samy Street,
   Nungambakkam, Chennai – 600 034.

 
+1cc to M/s.Abdul Saleem, Advocate, S.R.No.31813
+1cc to Mr.B.Rabu Manohar,Advocate, S.R.No.51211

W.P.No.11066 of 2013

VD(CO)

rrs 06/09/2018
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