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 BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

      DATED: 17.08.2021

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.DURAISWAMY

AND

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.MURALI SHANKAR

W.P(MD)NO.9916 of 2021

V.Lakshmanan  :Petitioner
.vs.

1.The Secretary,
   Ministry of Home Affairs,
   North Block,
   Central Secretariat,
   New Delhi – 110 001.

2.The Secretary,
   Department of Home,
   St.Fort.George,
   Chennai.

3.The District Collector,
   Pudukkottai District,
   Pudukkottai. : Respondents
    

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the
respondents 1 and 2 to implement the project submitted by the
Petitioner's daughter with three prayers in her representation to
the respondents on 15.3.2021 by fixing a time frame.

For Petitioner          :Mr.R.Ramasamy
For Respondent-1        :Mrs.L.Voctoria Gowri

           Asst.Solicitor General of India
For Respondents         :Mr.P.Thilak Kumar

 2 and 3             Standing Counsel for the Govt.

        O R D E R 

  

[Order of the Court was made by M.DURAISWAMY.,J.] 

The Petitioner has filed the above Writ Petition as a ''Public
Interest Litigation'' to issue a Writ of Mandamus  directing the
respondents 1 and 2 to  implement  the project submitted by the
Petitioner's daughter  with three prayers  in her representation to
the respondents  on 15.3.2021, within a time frame. 

2.Mr.R.Ramasamy, learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner
submitted  that  since  the  project  submitted  by  the  Petitioner's
daughter  is a policy decision of the State Government, it would  be
suffice  to  direct  the  respondents  2  and  3   to  consider  the
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Petitioner's representation, dated 15.3.2021.

3.Mr.P.Thilak Kumar,learned Standing Counsel for the Government
appearing for the respondents 2 and 3 submitted that though the
respondents 2 and 3 have appreciated the project submitted by the
Petitioner's daughter, it is a policy decision  to be taken  by the
State  Government,  which  would  have  the  monetary  involvement.
However, the learned Standing Counsel for the Government  submitted
that in the event of the State Government taking a policy decision
on this issue,  the proposal given by the Petitioner's daughter
would be taken into consideration. Further, the learned Standing
Counsel for the Government submitted that  the consideration by the
State Government should not be mistaken for accepting the proposal
given by the Petitioner's daughter. 

4.The learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner submitted
that in view of the submission made by the learned Standing Counsel
for the Government, the Writ Petition may be closed. 

5.Having regard to the submissions made by the learned counsel
appearing  on  either  side,  recording  the  submission  made  by
Mr.P.Thilak Kumar, learned Standing Counsel for the Government, the
Writ Petition stands closed. No costs. 

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (AD-II)

// True Copy //

               /  /2021
Sub Assistant Registrar(CS)

vsn

Note :In view of the present lock down owing to COVID-19 pandemic, a
web copy of the order may be utilized for official purposes, but,
ensuring that the copy of the order that is presented is the correct
copy,  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the  advocate  /  litigant
concerned.

To

1.The Secretary,
   Ministry of Home Affairs,
   North Block,
   Central Secretariat,
   New Delhi – 110 001.

2.The Secretary,
   Department of Home,
   St.Fort.George,
   Chennai.https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/
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3.The District Collector,
   Pudukkottai District,
   Pudukkottai.

+1 CC to M/s.SPL GP ( SR-26640[F] dated 18/08/2021 )
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