W.P(MD)No.20478 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 28.07.2025

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C.SARAVANAN

W.P(MD)No0.20478 of 2025

Pugalendhi ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The District Collector,
District Collector Office Campus,
Pudukkottai District.

2.The Assistant Commissioner,
Prohibition Enforcement Division,
Collector Office Campus,
Pudukkottai District.

3.The Zonal Excise Officer,
Prohibition Enforcement Division,
Pudukkottai District.

4.The Inspector of Police,

Prohibition Enforcement Division,

Pudukkottai District. ...Respondents
Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India,
praying this Court to issue a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, to call for the
records pertaining to the impugned notice Na.Ka.A.1/078/2025 dated
10.06.2025 issued by the third respondent quash the same as illegal and
consequently direct the first respondent not to shift the liquor vending shop

No.6613 from the existing place.
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For Petitioner : M/s.A.Banumathy

For R1 to R3 : Mr.C.Satheesh
Government Advocate

For R4 : Mr.K.Sanjai Gandhi

Government Advocate (Crl.Side)

ORDER
The petitioner has challenged the impugned order passed by the third
respondent dated 10.06.2025, whereby, the objections of the petitioner dated

02.06.2025 was rejected.

2. The allegation of the petitioner is that a TASMAC shop has been
shifted to a site near the State Highway at S.No.107/11, Regunathapuram,

Pudukkottai District.

3. It is the case of the petitioner is that the new TASMAC shop is being
put up contrary to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of
the State of Tamil Nadu Vs. Babu reported in (2017) 2 SCC 281 and the
presence of liquor bar near Highway residential colony resulting in public

nuisance under Section 268 of the IPC (270 of BNS Act, 2023).

4. Tt is noticed that after the impugned order passed by the third

respondent on 10.06.2025 rejecting the objections of the petitioner dated
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02.06.2025, the petitioner had escalated the issue before the Commissioner.
The Commissioner vide proceedings dated 27.06.2025 bearing reference
b.&.¢ 3287506/2025/@232 has given a clear finding to the effect that the bar is

away from the State Highway. The relevant portion of the aforesaid order

reads as under:

n& Guiuly SMDUSGle STaaT QrEmraLrd aib,ugeilGd frmo yeo eeamr107/11

ucLmr ereer, 1376 U@home L upiy 0.38.0aiadls (0.02.0 6iferd) gienioweasier LreroLomd:
/« WGSBS LLOTETG SOUUSGp-g@hareL) Gamgih wral armeuild 3|mmf5g:m'rmg‘?f
Cuanh spsrutsmioL — UL@EGsmL wirfla(SH-99 ) g 6.2 f.b. Agrmaailsn

omuigerergl. @oyn eerafld 22.3 oy fiorg,25.3 ity SlEmh Aot Qe
griGsslpLh  SLLOUCE, @eiyph @iy epiul  sge|  QUIGSSHUCEsrerg.
@&siLLgihe Bar @maiy  @uplul G ergl. Lfwgire  DEnLOILaETETLTErOWTE
ngumerdsmLller sULLgiar o Cunh whgh GQaefliypurs CCTV Gotgr Curmss
SfmEsiuL Qetergl seighd, Gy yagdd o e Lrablond WG IUTewT e L lsmenT
Sl spbus@y LT ST whyh SpouSE@y Grad yereT L AGwy ersiiafls
QL GaumeT gl e UgEGar  mL CamrlL Sams S|aIaIsf Glgrfinﬂg,g;m?mnfy.

@il sniusGy grasT QrEsraursdls Gurdlamh wgUTaTésmL
sTomT 6613-6) WFGLTATESMLLET Snlpltt LI mg:urrsﬁréa&a_uh Seowiiugled o srer
sflipssmer Crfled sar gy linGsign ilﬂlu sldlymmaamer Slerupiiluh g)engl

: aug,usms(‘ésnﬂmm SMUILS(Sly. STUST G’lg,sursarasrr Symod Ceits Hw.oymeystibs
sietusy sargl oyl Csumear Qaflallgs ysrT wm SiefsgmTerT. @by Qariurs
alemremen  Qelsdld  grs alfyonsaflatuy.  Guphulp  WGIUTETSSmE
poLOuinumSng e elglindad  gguildmo  amign  AsflunESing.

- @aeilund u@ISTESS  Seswab CsfassiuGerarSLmISTIED - SOTEE
aeiells o Geumanyh @dme aaralh  ardGepon  oefllSgeterm  aarah
UgISGam mL GamL Seme Q@Jmmfr @gﬂaﬂggm‘rﬁrrrrfr;

Guoguid, Glomulp Liﬁuééleb g,qmw,l:r,gj'sr'rm griree SLLLSHNGhg Lreburd wgurer
ooy  aliumar(ugida.Lnser Lpgh wgassmLsaT) el 2003,8(1)-wtue 100

| Wi L mpéigat a;ﬁbaﬁla’smz_t_m'ws(n‘mfr, ﬁugﬁ]mn_'.@g'gﬁum'ms(ﬁmrr: smuualamn.@is GLsdmer
galurime CElgGurg GuTgndasEar ﬁm@ﬁ:‘ g Gaumer Gsflallésalomen ooyt

Qs flallsglaranmi.
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5. On a specific query regarding the distance between the petitioner's
house and the new bar near the State Highway at S.No.107/11,
Regunathapuram, Pudukkottai District, the learned counsel for the petitioner

submits that the distance is hardly 500 meters.

6. Although the respondents are not in violation of either decisions of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court or the Rules governing for setting up of the
TASMAC shop, the petitioner's grievance may be reconsidered by the first
respondent, considering the fact that the new TASMAC shop is nearing the
residential houses and can cause inconvenience to the elders, ladies and also

may have adverse influence on the young ones in the vicinity.

7. Under these circumstances, this writ petition is disposed of by
directing the first respondent to reconsider the decision dated 27.06.2025
bearing reference /.®.e 3287506/2025/6292 within a period of five weeks
from the date of receipt of a copy of this order after considering the above

factor. No costs.

28.07.2025
NCC : Yes / No
Index : Yes / No
Internet : Yes / No
sn
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To

1.The District Collector,
District Collector Office Campus,
Pudukkottai District.

2. The Assistant Commissioner,
Prohibition Enforcement Division,
Collector Office Campus,
Pudukkottai District.

3.The Zonal Excise Officer,
Prohibition Enforcement Division,
Pudukkottai District.

4.The Inspector of Police,

Prohibition Enforcement Division,
Pudukkottai District.
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C.SARAVANAN, J.

Sn
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