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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED :26.10.2017

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P(MD)No.19727 of 2017 

Karuppaiah   ...Petitioner 

Vs.

The Executive Officer,

Pudukkottai Devasthanam,

Pudukokttai,

Pudukottai District.   .. Respondent

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution

of India, praying for issuance of a writ of Mandamus, directing

the  respondent  to  commence  the  construction  work  in  the  Sethu

Vinayakar  Temple  situated  at  Meenikonendal  Village,  Thirumayam

Taluk,  Pudukkottai  District  after  receiving  the  construction

expenses  from  the  petitioner  on  the  basis  of  the  petitioner's

representation  dated  01.09.2017  within  a  time  frame  to  be

stipulated by this Court.

For Petitioner        : Mr.V.S.Badrinath

For Respondent  : Mr.G.Mathavan

ORDER

The  writ  petition  has  been  filed  seeking  to  direct  the

respondent  to  commence  the  construction  work  in  the  Sethu

Vinayakar  Temple  situated  at  Meenikonendal  Village,  Thirumayam

Taluk,  Pudukkottai  District  after  receiving  the  construction

expenses  from  the  petitioner  on  the  basis  of  the  petitioner's

representation dated 01.09.2017.

 2.The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that

there were disputes in  respect of  Sethu Vinayakar Temple and

after some round of  litigations, the same has been decreed in

favour of the petitioner. The construction of the temple has been

stalled due to some  disputes over there and the petitioner in

order  to  complete  the  construction  work  has  requested  the

respondent by representation dated 01.09.2017 to inform him the

estimate  for  the  construction  and  expressed  his  willingness  to

bear the same along with the villagers and the representation of

the petitioner is kept pending by the respondent. Therefore, the
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petitioner is before this Court, seeking appropriate direction to

the respondent. 

3.The  learned  Counsel  appearing  for  the  respondent  would

submit  that  the  representation  of  the  petitioner  would  be

considered on merits within the time stipulated by this Court.

4.Under  such  circumstances,  the  first  respondent  is  hereby

directed to consider the representation of the petitioner dated

01.09.2017 on merits and in accordance with law, after affording

due opportunity of hearing to the petitioner as well as any of the

interested parties within a period of six weeks from the date of

receipt of a copy of this order. 

5.With the above direction, the writ petition is disposed of.

No costs. 

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar(T&P)

/True Copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar

To

The Executive Officer,

Pudukkottai Devasthanam,

Pudukokttai,

Pudukottai District.

+ 2 ccs TO Mr.V.S.Badrinath , Advocate in SR No.  83971

dsk
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