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Notice before admission.

Sri N. Harinath, learned Deputy Solicitor
General, takes notice for R1 & R2.

Sri P. Sriram, learned Standing Counsel,
takes notice for R3 & R4.

Learned counsel for the petitioner is
permitted to take out personal notices on RS &
R6 through RPAD and file proof of service in the
Registry.

Post on 30.08.2023, for filing counter.

RC,J

I.A.No.2 of 2023

Heard P. Rajesh Babu, learned counsel for
the petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner in
elaboration contended that, the petitioner is the
owner of the Tug Hemavathi and as per the
invoices raised by the Port Authorites, the
petitioner has paid all the dues of berth charges
and in fact the petitioner has paid more than Rs.7

lakhs in excess. In spite of it, the authorities have




issued the notice dated 22.06.2023, directing the
petitioner to liquidate the outstanding dues of
Rs.10,05,143/- within fifteen (15) days, failing
which the Tug Hemavathi would be put to auction
through MSTC on sixteenth (16th) day onwards
and has drawn the attention of this Court to the
said notice, which is placed on record impugned
in the present Writ Petition.

He further submitted that, even as on
today, the authorities have not auctioned the Tug
Hemavathi as mentioned in the impugned notice
dated 22.06.2023. If the said auction is allowed to
continue, the petitioner will be put to irreparable
loss and hardship.

He further submitted that, the petitioner
could not question the said impugned notice in
time due to the reason that he is in abroad and
he came to know recently about the unlawful
pressure being put in by the 4th respondent. As
such, prayed to protect the interest of the
petitioner, pending Writ Petition.

Perused the record.

Prima-facie, a point for consideration has
been made out by the petitioner, and also there is
every force in the contention of the learned
counsel for the petitioner that in the event if the
authorities proceed with the auction of the
petitioner’s Tug Hemavathi, there is every
likelihood of the petitioner sustaining loss, as
such, this Court is inclined to pass the following

interim order:




“The respondent authorities are directed

not to auction Tug Hemavathi, if not already

auctioned, for a period of four (04) weeks”.

DSB
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