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 BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 14.03.2018

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P.RAJAMANICKAM

W.P.(MD)No.5384 of 2018

K.Ganapathi           ... Petitioner

Vs.

1. The District Collector,
   Tiruchirappalli District,
   Trichy.

2. The District Revenue Officer,
   Tiruchirappalli, Trichy.

3. The Sub Inspector of Police,
   Pulivalam Police Station,
   Musiri Taluk,
   Trichy District.                ... Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution

of India, to issue a writ of Mandamus, direct the second respondent
to conduct a Peace Meeting on the basis of the representation of the
petitioner dated 05.03.2018 within the time frame as fixed by this
Court. 

For Petitioner   : Mr.N.Anandakumar
For Respondents  : Mr.V.Anand, 

                                 Government Advocate.

O R D E R

This petition has been filed to direct the second respondent
to conduct a peace committee meeting based on the representations
submitted by the petitioner dated 05.03.2018.

2.Heard Mr.N.Anandakumar, learned counsel appearing for the
petitioner and Mr.V.Anand, learned Government Advocate appearing for
the respondents.

3.The learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that
there are two temples namely, Arulmigu Kunjankuli Sappani Temple and
Arulmigu  Annakamatchi  Amman  Temple  situated  at  Anumathurmedu  in
Velliyanoor Village.  He further submitted that there are two groups
in the village in respect of worshiping in those temples and hence,
a case was filed and an order has been passed.  As per the order
passed  by  this  Court  in  Crl.O.P(MD).No.6780  of  2009,  a  Peace
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Committee  Meeting  was  conducted  by  the  second  respondent  on
01.09.2009, in which, no consensus was arrived at and hence, the
second  respondent  has  passed  an  order  under  Section  144  Cr.P.C
restraining both the groups not to celebrate the temple festival,
till the matter is amicably settled.  He further submitted that
subsequently, both the groups have jointly submitted an application
before  the  second  respondent  permitting  them  to  celebrate  the
Kumbabhisekam  and  Kumbabhisekam  was  held  and  thereafter,  again
dispute arose between the two groups.  Hence, he requested to direct
the second respondent to conduct a Peace Committee Meeting.

4.The  learned  Government  Advocate  has  submitted  that  the
order passed by the second respondent dated 01.09.2009 is still in
force.  He denied the allegations that the second respondent has
permitted  the people to conduct the Kumbabhisekam and hence, he
opposes this petition.

5.The petitioner has not produced any material to show that
the second respondent has permitted the village people to conduct
the Kumbabhisekam for the aforesaid temple.  However, considering
the request of the learned counsel for the petitioner, the second
respondent is directed to consider the petitioner's representation
dated 05.03.2018 and pass appropriate order, within a week from the
date of receipt of a copy of this order.

6.With  the  aforesaid  observation,  this  Writ  Petition  is
disposed of.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS-II) 

/True Copy/
Sub Assistant Registrar 

To

1. The District Collector,
   Tiruchirappalli District,
   Trichy.

2. The District Revenue Officer,
   Tiruchirappalli, Trichy.

3. The Sub Inspector of Police,
   Pulivalam Police Station,
   Musiri Taluk, Trichy District.   
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