
     IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 04.07.2018

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE Mr.JUSTICE K.KALYANASUNDARAM

W.P.No.9706 of 2010

1.V.Balachandran
2.AR.Narayanan
3.K.Aravamudhan
4.V.Neelakantan
5.V.M.Rajasekar              .. Petitioners

Versus

Chennai Corporation,
rep.by its Commissioner,
Rippon Buildings,
Chennai -3.     
                                                  .. Respondent

Prayer: This Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution  of  India,  seeking  for  a  Writ  of  Certiorarified
Mandamus, calling for the records of the respondent relating to
his  proceedings  bearing  Na.Ka.No.  SC1/2114/2000,  dated
19.3.2010, quash the same and direct the respondent to allow the
petitioners  and  other  tennis  players  to  use  the  land  in
S.No.4242/2 as Tennis Court.

         For Petitioners  :  Mr.I.Abrar Md.Abdullah
         For Respondents :  Mrs.Karthikaa Ashok

           Standing counsel

O R D E R

Heard  Mr.I.Abrar  Md.Abdullah,  learned  counsel  for  the
petitioners  and  Mrs.Karthikaa  Ashok,  learned  Standing  counsel
for the respondent and perused the materials available on record.

2. This writ petition has been filed challenging the order
of  the  respondent  dated  19.3.2010,  in  and  by  which,  the
petitioners were directed to hand over the possession of the
land measuring an extent of 2098 sq.ft situated at S.No.4242/2,
Mylapore Village, within a period of ten days.

3. The case of the petitioners is that they are the lessees
under the respondent and they have been in continuous possession
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of the property in dispute, since 1970 and rents have been paid
regularly.  While  so,  the  impugned  order  came  to  be  passed
without providing an opportunity to the petitioners.

4. The learned Standing counsel for the respondent submitted
that by the impugned order, the petitioners were directed to
deliver  possession within a period of ten days, failing which
an action will be taken in accordance with law and that the
respondent would follow the process while taking possession from
the petitioners.

5. Recording the submissions made by the learned Standing
counsel  for  the  respondent,  this  writ  petition  is  closed.
However, there shall be no order as to costs.
0                                   
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS VII)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

ms
To

The Commissioner,
Chennai Corporation,
Rippon Buildings,
Chennai -3.

+1cc to Mr.I.Abrar Md Abdullah, Advocate, S.R.No.43012
+1cc to Mr.Karthikaa Ashok, Advocate, S.R.No.43032

W.P.No.9706 of 2010

KS(CO)
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