Cont.P(MD) No.1896 of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 29.06.2026
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C.SARAVANAN

Cont.P.(MD) No0.1896 of 2026

1.AR.Ramasamy
2.VR.Venkatachalam ... Petitioners
Vs.

1.Mr.T.G.Vinay, .LA.S.,
The Commissioner,
Hindu Religious and Charitable
Endowment Department,
Nungampakkam, Chennai.

2.Mrs.Bharathi,
The Joint Commissioner,
Hindu Religious and Charitable
Endowment Department,
Sivagangai. ... Respondents

Prayer : Contempt Petition filed under Section 11 of the Contempt of
Courts Act, 1971 to punish the contemnors/first and second respondents
for the deliberate and willful disobedience of the order dated 04.03.2026
passed by this Court in W.P.(MD) No0.5936 of 2026.

For Petitioners : Mr.V.Nirmal Kumar
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The petitioners are before this Court alleging wilful disobedience of
the order dated 04.03.2026 passed by this Court in W.P. (MD) No0.5936 of

2026, insofar as paragraph 7(v) of the said order is concerned, which

Cont.P(MD) No.1896 of 2026

For Respondents : Mr.R.Parthiban

Counsel for Government of Tamilnadu

skskosksk

ORDER

reads as follows:

2. Pursuant to the aforesaid order, the petitioners submitted an

application on 07.04.2026. The petitioners belong to two families, namely,

“TIn view thereof, this Writ Petition stands
disposed of on the following terms:

1) coreenn.

..........

(v) In the meanwhile, let the petitioner also
submit an application within a period of one week and
the first respondent should ensure that one member
from both the families to be part of the Trust board, if
they choose trustees in the meanwhile. The same will
only be a temporary arrangement pending finalising of
the scheme by the first respondent and thereafter, the
trust board shall be recommitted as per the scheme. No
costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition
is closed.”
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AL family and VR family, who claim to have control over Sri Silambani
Chidambara Vinayagar Temple, which apparently belongs to the families

of Veerappa Chettiyar and Alagappa Chettiyar of Devakottai.

3. The grievance of the petitioners is that despite the order dated
04.03.2026 passed by this Court directing the respondents to appoint
members from the two families, the second respondent issued a
communication dated 08.06.2026 bearing reference Na.Ka. No.
2960/2026/E1, wherein she expressed her inability to comply with the
said order and stated that she had placed the matter before the
Commissioner for appropriate orders. The relevant portion of the said

communication reads as follows:

“10.CGwomuy HmaEGasmulevreargl FU L Uilfle 46(iil)
BlemeoUNeVT6dT HmBBsmuiled
SLFH60TEV 85 HHCHTUIVIGHE) SIBHBIBTEUGVT HENT
pwweld  GFuugsBE — opsEsE LG gL
alFlseller ULy SFHHTID o eTendTaold, FLLULTfley
47(1)(a)(1)b@& LOMT3T & E),6M 0TI HAHIDGTBH ) 60
SHIONFNF 10 (PI9e] OQFUIHGBL  euemy  Eemesor
ety B GBURISNeHHSHID HEOT  QHEUD]
pwwerd GFugL Oxflalssliul BeTensdTald, GojLig
H(HBHCHTUIVISHE LOTEILIMID 2 WTHHIOSIB 2 SHSHT6lesn
g  SIBESTaIL]  @Jewi(y  BUJHEDeT  [HUILDeTLD
CaFuIeug] CFHTLTUTS 8)6116116V16116V5 [5.85.616001.
3225/2026/&41. BT611.29.05.2026 Cxhzhw GMILILTeT  cpsvLD
BHFImB LML SleufselLd GFHelleyeny eupmISIL
CaLalUl (B SI6Ie0H HLQHMBUNIGD 2 61T6NH 616D
alaugld HhSEHHG Hflaldhas CaTeaTeTiLBS MBS
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11.e1601G6u, LOTEWILIND o WITHAHIDEB 2 SHHT6e e
g 61(h&&BLILIL Geoueusrigu [bL_6)I9 &60 &
GBS B61161gVIEGVIBLD CLPGVLD B5z1mB
SIS G St 29.05.2026 CGapglw
Gl 185 aupmslILGLD CFHeflamrulenet GUTHEGIS
OBTLIT [BL_6UIQ NS ULITEI S 6I(hH&LILBLD 61607
SHRIBEHH S O flal szl CaTeTemILBS BSI.
aeiGol. @emenwt pemewTWl] OH BHHIOGIHB DU
AUPHG OCHFTLHUSBG (WPHTHAHTD E60eM60 616D
SRBEHHG CFflaldhamd OsmeTerniLbGSpg.”

4. Tt 1s noticed that pursuant to the aforesaid communication, the
second respondent has issued proceedings dated 18.06.2026 bearing
reference Se.Mu.Na.Ka. No0.3225/2026/Aal, a copy of which has been
filed before this Court today, wherein the order of this Court appears to
have been complied with. Paragraph 25 of the said proceedings reads as
follows:

“25.61601G0u, CuBaETamID  6U.6T6WI.24-60  ©_6iT6N
FaBBISHeMNT DL UTGID, LOTERILIEND 2 WIJHEIL06TH
© HHIalel LQuld, LT Slsvieleod  17.6.2026
Gxpzlw GMILILNeoT LIQu LD, GuomLig
FHHBCHTUNVIGHG) BML_HHT6V SIBRIBTEUCVTHETTH
[BILILDGITLD CauwIglL AL & BLLUSHMS FTIbHD
S N.glyenilwer eleileueny 63  BUTHEHD, VR
GbbuSHme FTIHS  FHhH.VREGCLF6T eeieueny 39
[BLIT&@IHLD BTG SHHITENTHTEILD, Groguild
S(H.BITTUIOTET, &H(h.FSHbUTD el Smeusnguyd 20
BUTHET D BHTeUTSHSHIGTNSHTID, Fn(BFHEOTEN  [BLITHEN
TR RIIEEIRIQ1 GuomLig &5 N. &Ly Lo6wT W6,
&h.VR.BCLg6  @meuenguyd  Guomuy  SHlpaGamulled
SIBRIBTOUVTHNTS SODHTH @b FOUI SIBHENEVLUIS
B FULID, 1959 FLL algHasepéd@l Ul (B BHieursd
UTFSHSIT 2 GHHTalLLILBSHBSI. Tl  O\FeTeneot
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© WIhSHIWBLD  Hewy  Hewen o SHHrelet Ui
Spmenil] BHOSBSHH0 FealFms el s (P96
CewIWtILGBD  STEVLDTET  [BTEIE LOTHHISEHSHE LU (HLD

ugal &mevld elailgl OFFlalbalLGaBgI.”

5. Considering the above, this Contempt Petition alleging violation
of the order dated 04.03.2026 passed by this Court cannot be
countenanced. However, it is open to the petitioners to work out their
remedy against the proceedings dated 18.06.2026 in the manner known to

law, if so advised.

6. Accordingly, this Contempt Petition is closed.

29.06.2026
NCC :Yes/No
Index : Yes/No

JEN
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C.SARAVANAN, J.

JEN
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29.06.2026




