
W.P.(MD)No.9004 of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 06.04.2026

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY

W.P.(MD)No.9004 of 2026

and

W.P.(MD)No.7221 of 2026

T.S.Vinoth Kumar ...  Petitioner 
-vs-

1.The Commissioner,
   Madurai Corporation,
   Corporation Building,
   Madurai - 625 002.

2.The Assistant Commissioner,
   Zone-II (North),
   Madurai Corporation,
   Madurai - 625 007. ...  Respondents

Prayer:- Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, seeking 

issuance of a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus calling for the records pertaining 

to  the  impugned  communication  issued  by  the  second  respondent  herein  in 

Ma2Aa4B4/001542/2026 signed on 25.02.2026 and quash the same as illegal and 

consequently directing the respondents to refix the property tax pertaining to the 

petitioner's house property with old assessment No.115/10760, new assessment 

No.115/033/900814, in Ward No.WD033, Madurai Corporation by following the 
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decree dated 10.04.2023 passed in O.S.No.621 of 2018 by the learned Principal 

District Munsif, Madurai Town.

For Petitioner       :     Mr.P.Subbiah

For Respondents  :     Mr.F.Deepak
    Standing Counsel

ORDER

This  Writ  Petition  is  filed  for  issuance  of  a  Writ  of  Certiorarified 

Mandamus, calling for the records relating to the impugned communication dated 

25.02.2026 and to quash the same, and consequently to direct the respondents to 

refix the property tax pertaining to the petitioner’s house property bearing old 

Assessment No.115/10760 and new Assessment No.115/033/900814, situated in 

Ward  No.WD033,  Madurai  Corporation,  by  following  the  decree  dated 

10.04.2023  passed  in  O.S.No.621  of  2018  by  the  learned  Principal  District 

Munsif, Madurai.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the petitioner is 

the owner of the aforesaid property and that the same has been used purely for 

residential  purposes  and  not  for  any  commercial  activity.  While  so,  when  a 

demand notice was earlier issued on 14.07.2016 and assessment was made, the 

petitioner  approached  the  Principal  District  Munsif  Court,  Madurai,  by  filing 
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O.S.No.621 of 2018. After a full-fledged trial and upon consideration of the case 

on merits, the said demand notice dated 14.07.2016 was declared null and void. 

The Court  further  directed  the  respondent  Corporation  to  issue  a  show cause 

notice  to  the  petitioner  and  to  reassess  the  tax  in  respect  of  the  petitioner’s 

property. However, the said directions were not complied with, and the impugned 

communication  has  now been issued demanding arrears  of  tax  to  the  tune  of 

Rs.3,73,744/-. Hence, the present Writ Petition.

3. Per contra, the learned Standing Counsel appearing for the respondent 

Corporation would submit that it is true that a decree has been passed in favour of 

the  petitioner.  Pursuant  thereto,  a  notice  for  fresh  assessment  was  issued  on 

18.11.2024 and measurements were also taken.  It  is  further submitted that  the 

petitioner  subsequently  requested that  the property be treated as  residential  in 

nature.  Considering  the  same,  fresh  assessment  orders  were  passed  on 

21.12.2024, based on which the impugned demand notice has been issued. It is 

also contended that only upon payment of the arrears, the request for conversion 

of  the  property  from  commercial  to  residential  could  be  considered,  and 

accordingly, the impugned order has been passed.
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4. I have considered the rival submissions made on either side and perused 

the materials available on record. 

5. At the time when the earlier proceedings were initiated in the year 2016, 

the provisions of the Madurai City Municipal Corporation Act, 1971 alone were 

applicable.  This  Court,  in  Shanmugha  Nadar vs.  The  Corporation  of 

Madurai1, has held that unless there is an express bar to the filing of a suit, the 

existence of an alternative remedy would not preclude a party from approaching 

the Civil Court. Therefore, in the absence of any such bar at the relevant point of 

time, the petitioner was justified in filing the civil  suit.  The Civil  Court,  after 

contest, passed a decree which is binding on both the petitioner as well as the 

respondent Corporation. By the said decree, the earlier demand was set aside and 

the Corporation was directed to pass a fresh order of assessment.

6. It is seen that the respondent Corporation initiated proceedings pursuant 

to  the decree only on 18.11.2024 by issuing notice to  the petitioner  for  fresh 

inspection.  Subsequently,  inspection was carried  out  and an order  came to  be 

passed on 21.12.2024. The operative portion of the order dated 21.12.2024 reads 

1 1980 (2) MLJ 140
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as follows:

''Nkw;fz;l jPu;g;ghizia epiwNtw;Wk; nghUl;L jhthtpy; 

fl;Lg;gl;l  ,lj;ij  jq;fs;  Kd;dpiyapy;  kW  mstPL 
nra;ag;glTs;s tpguk; njuptpj;J> ghu;it-2y; fz;Ls;s 18.11.2024-
k;  Njjpa  ,t;tYtyf  fbjj;jpd;  thapyhf  jfty; 
njuptpf;fg;gl;L> Nkw;fz;l fl;blk;  jq;fs;  Kd;dpiyapy;  fle;j 
02.12.2024-k; Njjpapy; kW mstPL Nkw;nfhs;sg;gl;lJ.

Nkw;fz;lthW  kW  MstPL  nra;ag;gl;ljpy;>  fzpdpapy; 
cs;s  fl;bl  msTk;>  ];jyj;jpy;  Nkw;nfhs;sg;gl;l  mstPLk; 
rupahf  cs;s  fhuzj;jhy;>  Nkw;gb  tuptpjpg;G  vz;zpw;Fupa 
cgNahfk;  tzpfk;  vd;W cs;sij>  jq;fshy;  rkHg;gpf;fg;gl;l 
kpd;rhu thupa gadPl;L vz; : 0500721081 gl;baypd; mbg;gilapy; 

(Usage  Change  LM51  to  LA1A on  05.10.2021) 01.10.2021  Kjy; 
FbapUg;G  mbg;gilapy  khw;wk;  nra;ag;gl  Ntz;Lk;  vd;w 

mbg;gilapy;>  Nkw;fz;l  tuptpjpg;G  vz;zpw;F  2014-2015-I-k; 
miuahz;L Kjy; epYiyahf cs;s nkhj;j Nfl;Gj; njhifapy; 
Kjw;fl;lkhf  ghu;it-3y;  fz;Ls;sthW  fhNrhiy  vz;: 

626231/ehs;:21.12.2024-d;  gb jq;fshy;  nrYj;jg;gl;l  njhif &.

1>00>000/-  cupa  fhyj;jpy;  2014-2015-I Kjy;  2015-2016-I 
miuahz;L  tiu Koj;njhifAk;>  2015-2016-IIk;  miuahz;bw;F 

gFjp njhifAk; tuT itf;fg;gl;Ls;sJ.''

7. Thus, on a perusal of the same, it is evident that though the Civil Court 

had  specifically  mandated  the  respondent  Corporation  to  issue  a  show cause 

notice and thereafter pass fresh orders of assessment, the second respondent, after 

conducting inspection, has straightaway passed the above order determining the 

liability.
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8. As a matter of fact, after the inspection, a show cause notice ought to 

have been issued to the petitioner, and only after considering the objections, if 

any, a proper order of assessment ought to have been passed. The impugned order 

suffers  from two fundamental  defects.  Firstly,  no  show cause notice has  been 

issued to the petitioner. Secondly, the order merely determines the arrears without 

undertaking  a  proper  reassessment  of  the  property  tax  in  respect  of  the 

petitioner’s property. 

9. In both respects, the impugned order is in clear violation of the decree 

passed and, therefore, cannot be sustained. Consequently, the impugned demand, 

which is based on such an order, is also liable to be set aside. It must, however, be 

noted that in the present statutory framework under the Urban Local Bodies Act, 

1998 there exists a bar on the institution of civil suits. Nevertheless, the decree 

already passed by the Civil Court continues to bind the parties.

10.  In view of the above, this Writ Petition is ordered on the following 

terms:
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(i)  The  impugned  communication  of  the  second  respondent  dated 

25.02.2026 is set aside.

(ii) The respondent Corporation is at liberty to issue a show cause notice, as 

mandated in the decree, based on the inspection already conducted, and thereafter, 

consider the objections of the petitioner, if any, and pass a reasoned and speaking 

order  of  assessment  in  accordance  with  law.  Only  thereafter,  the  respondent 

Corporation may determine the arrears, if any, and issue a consequential demand.

No costs. Consequently, the connected Miscellaneous Petition is closed.

       06.04.2026

 
NCC : Yes 
smn2

To:-

1.The Commissioner,
   Madurai Corporation,
   Corporation Building,
   Madurai - 625 002.

2.The Assistant Commissioner,
   Zone-II (North),
   Madurai Corporation,
   Madurai - 625 007.
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D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY  , J.  

smn2
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06.04.2026
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