
W.P(MD)No.22744 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED  : 21.08.2025

CORAM

 THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C.SARAVANAN

W.P(MD)No.22744 of 2025
and

W.M.P(MD)Nos.17785 and 17786 of 2025

M/s.Renugadevi Metal,
Rep. by its Proprietor 
Mrs.Renugadevi,
W/o.K.Ramasamy, 
No.17, Keerathurai North Lane,
Madurai – 625001.                                             ... Petitioner

Vs.

1.The Executive Engineer,
   TANGEDCO,
   Madurai City South,
   Subramaniapuram,
   Madurai.

2.The Assistant Executive Engineer (Distribution),
   TANGEDCO,
   Madurai City,
   Mahalipatti,
   Madurai-625001.                                  ...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 
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records on the file of the second respondent in connection with the impugned 

proceedings  passed  by  him  in 

Lr.No.UMiPo/Pa/Peru/Ma.Patti/VaU/Kokattu/Aa.No.198/2025 dated 30.07.2025 

and quash the same as illegal, arbitrary and thereby direct the respondents to 

approve/authorized  the  petitioner's  Electricity  line  extension  from  the 

petitioner's  D.No.17,  Keeerathurai  North  lane  to  her  Stainless  Steel  Utensils 

Manufacturing Unit situated in D.No.1, (T.S.No.1948/3) of Keerathurai Thoppu 

North  1st lane  by  accepting  necessary  fee  within  the  time limit  that  may be 

stipulated by this Court.

          For Petitioner                   : Mr.G.Thalaimuthurasu

For Respondents  : Mr.S.Deenadhayalan
   Standing Counsel 

    

ORDER

Mr.S.Deenadhayalan,  learned  Standing  Counsel  takes  notice  for  the 

respondents.

2. The petitioner appears to be running a manufacturing unit. Since there 

was a dispute between the petitioner and a private party, the petitioner has not 

been granted an electricity connection. 
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3.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  petitioner  has  tapped  the  electricity 

connection  from  his  residential  connection  for  the  purpose  for  commercial 

purpose. 

4. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the impugned order 

has  been  passed  to  disconnect  the  electricity  connection  and  therefore,  the 

petitioner is being put to prejudice.

5. The learned Standing Counsel for the respondents submits that in case 

the  petitioner  pays  the  amount  mentioned  in  the  impugned  order,  electricity 

connection will be restored. 

6. Recording the same, the petitioner is permitted to pay the electricity 

charges  levied  as  per  the  impugned  order.  On  such  payment,  electricity 

connection will be restored immediately. 

7.  Since  the  petitioner  deserves  separate  electricity  connection,  the 

respondents shall consider and grant electricity connection in accordance with 

law without insisting NOC from the original owner. 
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8. However, it is also made clear that such electricity connection granted 

to the petitioner provisionally shall be disconnected subject to any orders that 

the owner may secure. 

9.  The  writ  petition  stands  disposed  of.  No  costs.  Consequently,  the 

connected miscellaneous petitions are closed.

                           21.08.2025

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

To

1.The Executive Engineer,
   TANGEDCO,
   Madurai City South,
   Subramaniapuram,
   Madurai.

2.The Assistant Executive Engineer (Distribution),
   TANGEDCO,
   Madurai City,
   Mahalipatti,
   Madurai-625001.
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C.SARAVANAN, J.

                  sn

  
W.P(MD)No.22744 of 2025

       
     

21.08.2025
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