
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 30.10.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE M.S. RAMESH

W.P.No.25652 of 2019
and W.M.P.No.25144 of 2019

Unregistered Cane Growers and
Farmers Association, Pallipattu
Rep. by its President
Mr.Rajendran Naidu
Sanakuppam Village, Pallipattu Taluk,
Tiruvallur District – 631 207. ...Petitioner

Vs

1. The Director General of Police,
    Dr.Radhakrishnan Road,
    Mylapore,
    Chennai – 600 004.

2. The Superintendent of Police,
    Thiruvallur District.
    Thiruvallur.

3. The District Collector,
    Thiruvallur District.
    Thiruvallur.

4. The District Revenue Officer,
    Thiruvallur District.
    Thiruvallur.

5. Tiruttani Co-operative Sugar Mill Limited
    Represented by its Managing Director,
    Tiruvelangadu, Tiruttani Taluk,
    Thiruvallur District – 631 210.

6. Director, Commissioner of Sugar/Cane
    No.690, 2nd Floor, Periyar Building,
    Annasalai, Chennai – 600 035. ...Respondents

PRAYER:  Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution  of  India  for  issuance  of  a  Writ  of  Mandamus,
directing  the  1st and  2nd respondents  and  its  subordinates
officers to cease interference in the petitioner society trade.

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



For Petitioner : Mr.Mohan

For Respondents: Ms.V. Saratha Devi
  Government Advocate (Crl. Side)
  For R1 to R4

  Mr.R.Balan Ramesh for R5 and R6

O R D E R
The  grievance  of  the  petitioner  is  that,  the  police

attached to the 2nd respondent jurisdiction are interfering with
the  transport  of  sugarcane,  since  they  are  unregistered  Cane
Growers and Farmers Association at Pallipatu, the police may not
be justified in restricting the transport. In this connection,
the petitioner seems to have given representation to the 1st and
2nd respondent and since the representation was not considered,
the present writ petition has been filed.

2.In my view, if the Superintendent of Police is called
upon to consider the petitioner's representation, it would be
appropriate, since this Court cannot step into the shoes of the
respondent police for the purpose of addressing the petitioner's
grievances and hence without going into the merits of the claim
made  by  the  petitioner  in  their  representation,  the  2nd

respondent herein is called upon to consider the petitioner's
representation  dated  05.08.2019  as  expeditiously  as  possible,
preferably  within  a period of  twelve weeks from  the date of
receipt of a copy of this order.

3.This  writ  petition  is  disposed  of,  accordingly.
Consequently,  connected  miscellaneous  petition  is  closed.  No
Costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar(CCC)

//True copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
ssr

To

1. The Director General of Police,
    Dr.Radhakrishnan Road,
    Mylapore,
    Chennai – 600 004.
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2. The Superintendent of Police,
    Thiruvallur District.
    Thiruvallur.

3. The District Collector,
    Thiruvallur District.
    Thiruvallur.

4. The District Revenue Officer,
    Thiruvallur District.
    Thiruvallur.

5. The Public Prosecutor,
    High Court of Madras.

6. Director, Commissioner of Sugar/Cane
    No.690, 2nd Floor, Periyar Building,
    Annasalai, Chennai – 600 035.

+1cc to Mr.R.Balan Ramesh, Advocate SR.No.90030

+1cc to Mr.P.Muthusamy, Advocate SR.No.89882

W.P.No.25652 of 2019
and W.M.P.No.25144 of 2019

GP(CO)
GMY(06/12/2019)
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