
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

( Special Original Jurisdiction )

Thursday, the Nineteenth day of May Two Thousand Twenty Two

PRESENT

THE HON`BLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM 

WMP.No.12473 of 2022

 IN WP.No.13096 of 2022

K.RAVI, AGED ABOUT 56 YEARS,               [ PETITIONER ]
SON OF KANNAPPA, 
PROPRIETOR OF SAI BABA FLOUR MILL, 
NO.4/15, ANNAI SATHYA NAGAR MAIN ROAD, 
NESAPAKKAM, CHENNAI-600078.

Vs

1 THE COMMISSIONER,                   [ RESPONDENTS ]
CORPORATION OF CHENNAI, 
RIPPON BUILDING, 
CHENNAI - 600003.

2 THE REVENUE OFFICER,               
ZONE X, CORPORATION OF CHENNAI, 
KODAMBAKKAM, CHENNAI.

Petition praying that in the circumstances stated therein and in
the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be pleased to grant
stay  of  the  respondents  from  disturbing  the  business  of  the
petitioner,  pending  consideration  of  the  application  TLNT/2021-22/
128530,  dated  11.01.2022  (IN  WMP.No.12473  of  2022)  pending  this
WP.No.13096 of 2022

Order  :   This  petition  coming  on  this  day  for  hearing  upon
perusing the petition and the affidavit filed in support thereof and
upon  hearing  the  arguments  of  M/S.M.DEVI  RUDRA,  Advocate  for  the
Petitioner and of MR.M.GANESAN, STANDING COUNSEL for the Respondents,
the court made the following order:-

Mr.M.Ganesan,  learned  Standing  Counsel  appearing  for  the
respondent Corporation made a submission that the petitioner has not
submitted  a  proper  application  in  the  prescribed  format  for
consideration in accordance with the provisions of the Chennai City
Municipal Corporation Act, 1919. 

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



2.  The  learned  Standing  Counsel  further  submitted  that  the
petitioner is not holding a valid license to run a flour mill and,
therefore,  actions  were  initiated  against  the  petitioner.  The
petitioner is continuing the business for a longer period without any
proper licence.

3.  Considering  the  submissions  made  by  the  learned  Standing
Counsel for the respondents, the petitioner is at liberty to submit a
proper application in the prescribed format by complying with the
requirements and conditions stipulated in the Act. In the event of
submitting such application in the prescribed format, the same shall
be considered on merits and in accordance with law by the respondent
Corporation.

4. It is made clear that in the event of not submitting the
proper application in the prescribed format by the petitioner within
a period of one week from the date of receipt of a copy of this
order,  the  respondent  Corporation  is  at  liberty  to  initiate  all
actions in accordance with law.
                                          -sd/-
                                        19/05/2022
                         / TRUE COPY /

                    Sub Assistant Registrar ( Statistics / C.S. )
                           High Court,  Madras - 600 104. 
TO

1 THE COMMISSIONER,                  
CORPORATION OF CHENNAI, 
RIPPON BUILDING, 
CHENNAI - 600003.

2 THE REVENUE OFFICER,               
ZONE X, CORPORATION OF CHENNAI, 
KODAMBAKKAM, CHENNAI.
 

                                        Order
                                         in
                                       WMP.No.12473 of 2022

     IN WP.No.13096 of 2022

                                        Date  :19/05/2022
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