
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED:   23.06.2017

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE Mr. JUSTICE M.SATHYANARAYANAN
and

THE HONOURABLE Mr. JUSTICE M.SUNDAR

            W.P.No.15646 of 2017

N.Senthil Kumar ... Petitioner

Vs.

1   The Commissioner,                             
    Chidambaram Municipality,
    Chidambaram,  
    Cuddalore District.

2   Kumar     

3   Sakkubai      

4   Bai    

5   Pannerselvam     

6   Asaithambi      

7   Suriya Moorthy @ Karthikeyan     

8   Anjammal      

9   Bai    

10  Pushpavalli    

11  Vijayalakshmi    

12 Thangachi Ammal     

13 Rajesh     

14 Selva Rani 
15 Bakkirisamy      

16 Rani     
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17 Subramani     

18 Ramesh 
     
19 Pattu      

20 Sridar     

21 Thillai Govindan     

22 Sabari Vasan     

23 Vijaya Raghavan      

24 Valarmathi      

25 Murthy     

26 Thillai Kasi     

27 Rajalakshmi     

28 Sivagami     

29 Kaliya Moorthy     

30 Balakrishnan     

31 Murugan      

32 Saravanan 
     
33 Mannakatti Natarajan      

34 Bai     

35 Lakshmi     

36 Selvaraj Annalailai     

37 Ganesan      

38 Savithri     

39 Manikandan     

40 Natarajan     

41 Malarkodi      
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42 Mohanraj     

43 Iyyappan     

44 M.A.Sakthivel      

45 Vana Sundari      

46 Kodiyammal     

47 Kaveri      

48 Sivalingam     

49 Ramamoorthy      

50 Balasubramaniyan     

51 Anand Raj      

52 Anbarasan     

53 Manimaran     

54 Thillai Natarajan      

55 Senthil      

56 Natarajan      

57 Murugan 
     
58 Subramani     

59 Chitra     

60 Annamalai 
     
61 Vijayalakshmi     

62 Nagarajan     

63 Ganavel     

64 Ganesan 
     
65  Alamelu     

66 Krishnaveni      
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67 Jaysankar      

68 Sareswathi     

69 Vedhagiri     

70 Muthu     

71 Thillai Sivam      

72 Kaliyamoorthy    

73 Govindarajan     

74 Rangan     

75 Perumal     

76 Rajendren      

77 Mohan      

78 Palani Ammal      

79 Anjammal     

80 Lakshmipathi    

81 Siva Kumar 
     
82 Hari Krishnan      

83 Thillai Govindan 
     
84 Dhandapani      

85 Vijayalakshmi     

86 Ganesan      

87 Ramalingam     

88 Rajendran 
     
89 Ramalingam      

90 Saravanan     

91 Velmurugan      
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92 Saravanan     

93 Santha      

94 Shanthi      

95 Kaliyaperumal      

96 Usain      

97 Suresh      

98 Ramesh     

99 Anthony Dasan      

100 Saraswathi      

101 Pannerselvam      

102 Jothilakshmi    

103 Thillai Govindan      

104 Anantha Selvam    

105 Marimuthu     

106 Thillai Kasi    

107 Thillai Ganesh      

108 Natarajan Chinnayan     

109 Ramamoorthy
     
110 Ansari ... Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of Constitution of
India praying to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the first
respondent  to  consider  the  petitioner  representations  dated
24.6.2015 and to dispose of the same within a reasonable period
of time as may be stipulated by this Hon'ble Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.S.Sithirai Anandam
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O R D E R
(Order of the Court was made by M.SATHYANARAYANAN,J.)

The  Court  heard  the  submissions  of  the  learned  counsel
appearing  for  the  petitioner  and  also  perused  the  materials
placed before it.  

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that
the petitioner constrained to approach this Court to remove the
encroachment as well as demolition of unauthorised constructions
put up by respondents 2 to 110 in D.S.No.198 measuring 1 acre 83
cents situated at Thillai Amman Thidal, Vadaku Vaduga Street,
Chidambaram, Cuddalore District for the reason that alternative
remedy available under Section 78 of the HR & CE Act is not the
efficacious remedy.   

3. This Court is of the view that the remedy available to
the petitioner, if any, is to invoke Section 78 of the Hindu
Religious & Charitable Endowments Act, 1959.

4.  At  this  juncture,  after  advancing  arguments  for  some
time, the learned counsel for the petitioner, on instruction,
seeks permission of this Court to withdraw the writ petition.
He has also made an endorsement to that effect.

5. The writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn.  However, if
the petitioner is so advised, he is at liberty to work out his
remedy in accordance with law before the competent forum.  No
costs. 
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS V)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

 bbr/bsm

To

The Commissioner,                             
Chidambaram Municipality,
Chidambaram,  
Cuddalore District.

+1cc to  Government Pleader SR.No.44429
+1cc to Mr.S.Sithirai Anandan, Advocate SR.No.44231

 
W.P.No.15646 of 2017

GN(04/07/2017)
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