W.P.(MD) No.14241 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 13.07.2026

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE C.SARAVANAN

W.P.(MD) No.14241 of 2025

Kudanthai Kings Club,
Represented by its President
S.Senthilnathan, S/0.Saminathan,

Old Address : No.19/449,
Ayekulam Road, Kumbakonam,
Thanjavur District.

New Address : No.8B/1241,

Perumandi Road, Perumandi,

Kumbakonam,

Thanjavur District - 612 001. ... Petitioner

Vs.

The Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise,

Prohibition and Excise Department,

Ezhilagam, Chepauk,

Chennai - 600 005. ... Respondent

Prayer : Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India,
for issuance of a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus to call for the records
pertaining to the proceedings in K.Dis.No.P&E 2(4)/234/2024 dated
02.04.2025 and quash the same as illegal and consequently direct the

respondent to renew the FL2 Liquor Licence of the petitioner club.
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W.P.(MD) No.14241 of 2025

For Petitioner : No appearance

For Respondent : M/s.P.Sudarkodi Natchiyar
Counsel for Government of Tamilnadu

deskskokok

ORDER

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner.

2. This Writ Petition was allowed by order dated 19.01.2026 with

the following observations and directions:

“7. To be noted, the petitioner has already
started the process of shifting the club and was even
carrying on construction works in the new premises,
which is not possible without the consent of the new
owner. Thus, the petitioner and the land owner already
arrived at oral agreement between themselves, even as
on the date of filing the application for renewal of FL2
licence, for the purpose of renting out the property and
it took time only to reduce the same in the form of
rental agreement, which fact was also informed to the
authorities concerned. Such being the case, rejecting
the petitioner's application on the sole ground that
rental agreement was not enclosed is not proper.
Therefore, this Court finds that there is serious lapse on
the decision making process of the respondent. Under
such circumstances, the impugned order of the
respondent dated 02.04.2025 is set aside and the matter
is remanded to the respondent for re-consideration.
While re-considering the issue, the respondent is
directed to take into consideration of the oral
agreement between the new owmner and the petitioner
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and the initiation of construction works in the new
premises, even as on the date of filing the renewal
application on 24.03.2025, which would show the
readiness and willingness of the petitioner to rent the
new premises and thus, pass appropriate orders for
renewal of FL2 licence for the year 2025-26, within a
period of two (2) weeks from the date of receipt of a
copy of this order. It is needless to say that the
petitioner and the new owner have entered into a
written rental agreement on 06.11.2025 and the same is
also produced before this Court

8. In the result, this Writ Petition is allowed. No
costs. Consequently, connected Miscellaneous Petition

is closed.

9. Post this matter under the caption 'for
reporting compliance' on 18.02.2026.”

3. Accordingly, the case was listed on 18.02.2026 under the caption
"for reporting compliance" and has been adjourned from time to time.
Today, the case is again listed under the said caption, "for reporting

compliance".

4. It is noticed that no order has been passed by the respondent,
namely, the Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise. The learned
Additional Government Pleader appearing for the respondent has
produced a copy of the communication bearing reference Na.Ka.No.

13179/2022/Ex2, signed on 13.07.2026. On a perusal of the said
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communication, it is seen that the same has been addressed by the District
Collector, Thanjavur, to the Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise,
wherein, the District Collector appears to have informed the
Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise that there is no scope for
granting an FL-2 Licence to the petitioner, as there would be potential law
and order issues. The relevant portion of the said communication reads as

follows:

“utemen  14-60  FHTEWMID  HEHIFTEYT  LOTEUL L
HTEUD  HEWISBTEILILITONT  HPHHHD GHLHNSH SImIerD
semt FL2 uny oemwdss o fliod Gamflu &L SHImE
Sipeed 30 ULy CpTemevalsd  anibglerdSmes
QUL Gymellwid G Gymed LMIS SIMLDHSHIGTENSH  CTIBILD,
30 16LLy Oamemevaled Guimiy oiBsEbD 61T
FHemguled 40 B Lfled Gu(poTeny GFHH, OLIHLOTEIY
CzBE Om, GuwpwTamilg BBHHEH®H, GLIHLOTEIY
AULEHGHHOHH pFW  CFHHBH6T6e0 &Lomy  500-&GLo
GuoBulL  @uuilmiy aih®eT DIMLHSI6TeTeT 6TaIHmID
CuoBseni.  OHmHEBHeled eufld@ld OCurgindser FL2
umy  SIewiugBE  sBL gy Cxflaldhal
CamLm fwiy, wreu’L S dwly oSGl el
SI61T & FHI6TTENT 60T 61O MILD, FL2 LIy SieMLoU!
® giten @ HHeVHHH 150 B LFled  Cu(HLOTENTIY
GHBTH  DIMDHFHI6TENH  eleimId,  e16e0iGou  FLULID
RUOMIG LITEFFmen gBuUL  auTUILILETeNSHTEIID GQUIHLUL
UGHHG SpdHev FL2 urf o fliob Gsmflu &b
o eitengTeod FL2 womBmid G o fliod  eupmi@Ld
UL gSHFH60  Guimmly eautdldeT ey OCFflalsHg
GumgmiLd pLSHS  eumuwily o 6TeNSHTeud, FLLID
QRIOMIG LT & Fem6dIH6IT JMLIL DI BUILIQUIT60T
QUTUILILGTTET HTEUILD GuomLig SYHMDH &BImIeTD
semider  @mpUILSHmE GUWUCHTEWID L 66T 616w

8L1/1241 LI(HLDTETOTIY Gy 616313
waafldg @Lwmmpl CFuig Osmeren o GFLiene
O flaldbaliLL (HeTengl.
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BOHEHTAN60 MIHTIITED GLHWSH SHlmierd  &HlerL
OlgweoLIL @g;gm @&u_lu_lum_@aﬂm @l_g)gﬂa) DG

SIBBSID LD SjeLOULLD Gmraled FLLID OLIE
UpFgemer  eBUL  euTUICILjsTengl  eTeGay,  SHBEFLOWID

LOGDI ST @\ LoTBmLD Gauwiw Gaiyey
QauwuL (Heiter @)L Lomeot BHehIFTeN,T LOTEUL_L_LD,
GIbLBsTewID eul LD, eTewor 811/1241, Qumomemntg Gym(h
aieiim  (pseuflulled FL2 o fliob etewr 14/2013-2014-emevt
USIIISHS  eUpEIS  @DuIeOndHl  eTeiabd, lgse ey
QuTBHHS gl Gouml @L b CHiey OCFUIFH HTHH6E0
g  GCpjaled SiHemer  LflFvenet  OQFUISI
o fliodFHemenr  (pdeufl  IBBLD  CFUIGH  DLenest
QULPMIGELTID 6leTLIeNS OFHfle g g8 0\HmeiaGmesr.”

5. Thus, it is for the respondent, namely, the Commissioner of
Prohibition and Excise, to pass appropriate orders on the basis of the
aforesaid communication of the District Collector, Thanjavur. Needless to
state, it is for the petitioner to work out his remedy thereafter in the

manner known to law.

6. In view of the above, no further listing of this case is required.

13.07.2026
JEN

To

The Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise,
Prohibition and Excise Department,
Ezhilagam, Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005.
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C.SARAVANAN, J.

JEN

W.P.(MD) No.14241 of 2025

13.07.2026




