W.P.(MD) No.10442 of 2020

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 18.04.2023
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE Ms.JUSTICE P.T. ASHA
W.P.(MD) No.10442 of 2020
N.B.Saravanan ... Petitioner
/vs./

1.The Government of Tamil Nadu,
represented by its Principal Secretary to Government,
Handloom, Handicrafts,
Textiles and Khadi Department,
Secretariat,
St.George Fort,
Chennai 600 009.

2.The Director,
Handloom, Handicrafts,
Textiles and Khadi Department,
Kuralagam,
Chennai 600 104.

3.The Assistant Director,
Handloom, Handicrafts,
Textiles and Khadi Department,
Thirubhuvanam,

Thiruvidaimaruthur Taluk,
Tanjore District 612 103.
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4.The Managing Director,
Thirubhuvanam Silk Handloom
Weaver's Cooperative Production
and Sales Society No.Z.322,
Thirubhuvanam,
Thiruvidaimarudtur Taluk,
Tanjore District 612 103.

5.R.Geetha ... Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India for
issuance of Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondent to consider the
representation dated 15.07.2020 and to take departmental action against the 5th
respondent and her husband, K.Ramabathiran @ Selvan for giving the damaged
silk saree by doing malpractice and caused damage to the reputation of the society

within the period that may be stipulated by this Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.E.Mohamed Abbas

For R1 : Mr.R.Ragavendran
Government Advocate

For R2 & R3 : No appearance

For R4 : Mr.M.Rajarajan

For R5 : Mr.K.A.S.Prabhu
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ORDER
This writ petition has been filed for the issue of a Writ of Mandamus
directing the respondents to consider the representation of the petitioner dated
15.07.2020 and to take departmental action against the fifth respondent and her
husband, K.Ramabathiran @ Selvan for giving a damaged silk saree by doing

malpractice thereby causing damage to the reputation of the Society.

2.1t is the case of the petitioner that he is a member of the fourth respondent
Society since 02.07.2004. It is his further case that the Society consists of 1825
members. The Society supplies raw materials to its members for producing silk
sarees and after these sarees are woven, they purchase the same from the members

after paying the weaving charges.

3.The petitioner would submit that it is only the sarees without any defect
that is accepted by the Society and the society has a reputation in the market for
supplying quality goods. He would submit that the fifth respondent is the member
of the fourth respondent Society and that she has been a member of the Society

for over 20 years. He would further submit that the fifth respondent had used her
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influence to compel the authorities to accept the damaged silk sarees that are
woven by her husband. He would submit that he along with other members have
questioned the authorities about the acceptance of damaged sarees woven by the

fifth respondent's husband.

4.1t 1s his further case that enraged by this, the petitioner along with others
had assaulted one T.K.Dhukkaram, who lived near the petitioner's house and who
is also a member of the Society. He had sustained grievous injuries and the
petitioner had given a complaint against the fifth respondent's husband and his
allies. The petitioner would go on to state that even the police had extended
helping hand to the fifth respondent and her husband. Therefore, he has come

forward with the above writ petition.

5.The writ petition is not supported by any piece of evidence except a copy

of the First Information Report and representation.

6.The fourth respondent has filed a counter denying the allegation of the

petitioner that they had received defective goods from the fifth respondent. They
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had also denied the statement that the fifth respondent had influenced the

management of the Society.

7.The writ petition appears to be a motivated one and not supported by any
proof. Therefore, in the light of the counter filed by the fourth respondent and the
fact that the petitioner has not given any proof for the allegations made out by

him, the Writ Petition is dismissed. However, there shall be no order as to costs.
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NCC : Yes / No
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To

The Principal Secretary to Government,
Handloom, Handicrafts,

Textiles and Khadi Department,
Secretariat, St.George Fort,

Chennai 600 009.
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P.T.ASHA, J.
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