IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 17-06-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE M.DHANDAPANI

WP No. 5329 of 2026
and
W.M.P. No0.23918 of 2026
P.Mani
..Petitioner(s)
Vs

1. The Chief Engineer
Office of the director of Municipal of Municipal
Administration,
Chepauk,
Chennai 600 005.

2. The Commissioner
Vaniyampadi Municipality,
Vaniyampadi,

Tiruppattur District

..Respondent(s)

Prayer : Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India to
issue Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents to make the payment for the
work executed by the petitioner for a sum of Rs 42,30,000/- and withheld
payment of Rs 11,97,113/- totally a sum of Rs 54,27,113/- with interest
inpursuant to the work order issued to the petitioner in Roc. no 1615/ 2014/ E1
dated 27.11.2015 on the file of the 2™ respondent based on the representation
made by the petitioner dated 13.09.2025 and 18.11.2025 and pass
For Petitioner(s): MR.V.Elangovan

For Respondent(s): MR.C.PRABAKARAN,
GOVT. COUNSEL FOR R1 AND R2
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ORDER

The writ petition has been filed seeking a direction to the second
respondent to consider the petitioner's representations dated 13.09.2025 and
18.11.2025 and consequently disburse the balance amount allegedly due

towards the execution of tender work awarded by the 2™ respondent.

2. It is stated that the 2" respondent invited tenders for laying tar roads
and cement flooring in various wards within the limits of Vaniyampadi
Municipality. The total value of the work was approximately Rs.250 lakhs. The
petitioner participated in the tender process and became the successful bidder.
Pursuant thereto, the 2" respondent issued a work order in
Roc.No.1615/2014/E1 dated 27.11.2015. The petitioner claims that he had
successfully executed the tender work awarded by the 2" respondent and that a
sum of Rs.54,27,113/- towards the work executed is still pending. Though
representations dated 13.09.2025 and 18.11.2025 were submitted seeking
disbursement of the balance amount, no orders have been passed. Hence this

writ petition.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that it would suffice, if a
direction is issued by this Court to the respondents to consider the petitioner's

representations, within a time frame.
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4., Learned Government Counsel appearing for the respondents
submitted that the petitioner's representations would be considered in

accordance with law by the 2™ respondent.

5. In view of the limited prayer sought for, without expressing any
opinion on the merits of the claim, the 2" respondent is directed to consider
the petitioner's representations dated 13.09.2025 and 18.11.2025 and pass
appropriate orders on merits and in accordance with law, within a period of six

weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.

6. The writ petition stands disposed of with the above directions. No costs.

Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed.
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M.DHANDAPANI, J.

VSI-2
1. The Chief Engineer
Office of the director of Municipal of Municipal
Administration,
Chepauk,
Chennai 600 005
2. The Commissioner
Vaniyampadi Municipality,
Vaniyampadi,
Tiruppattur District
WP No. 5329 of 2026
and
W.M.P. No.23918 of 2026
17-06-2026
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