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Koodankulam nuclear issue. That will be an unfair criteria to assess th

petitioner.

16. T humbly submit that the petitioner has also preferred a Revision
u/s 32(1), r/'w Rule 20, before the statutory authorities, on 06.03.2012. But,
the authorities have not acted upon the same. In any event, the authorities
cannot independently decide over the said Revision, as they act upon the
political positions of the Government and the very impugned order has been
issued only in the light of the recent political developments. Hence, the
petitioner prefers this Writ Petition, especially in the light of gross violation

of the principles of natural justice.

Aggrieved by the order of the 2" respondent in Order No: 11/21022/58
(480)/2011/FCRA-MU dated 9" of February 2013, and having no other
alternative and effective remedy open, the petitioner begs to invoke the extra-
ordinary jurisdiction of this Hon’ble ngh Court under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of a WRIT OF CERTIORARIFIED

MANDAMUS for the following among other grounds:

GROUNDS
a) The said order of prohibition, vide Order No: 11/21022/58
(480)/2011/FCRA-MU dated 9“‘_9af February 2012 - Ministry of Home
Affairs, Foreigners Division, (FC§A wing), from receiving foreign
contribution from the date of issue of the order and freezing of the

connected Bank Account Number s illegal and contrary to the facts of the

petitioner.
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