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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 20.11.2020

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

C.R.P(NPD)(MD)Nos.1141 to 1158 of 2013
and M.P(MD)Nos.1 to 1 of 2013

and
C.R.P(NPD)(MD)Nos.1940 to 1953 of 2013

C.R.P(NPD)(MD)Nos.1141 to 1158 of 2013:

A.Rajendran,  S/o.N.Appavoo Udayar, 28, Selvam Nagar, 
Medical College Road,   
Thanjavur-613 007, 
Thanjavur District.         ... Petitioner/petitioner/IIIpary in all

         cases CRP(MD).1141 to 1158/2013
..vs..

Arulanandasamy Nadar,      .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1141/ 2013

Savarimuthu,   .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1142/ 2013

Muthusamy Nadar,      .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1143/ 2013

Arulanandasamy Nadar,      .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1144/ 2013

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,     .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1145/ 2013

Narayana Moorthy,      .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1146/ 2013

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,     .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1147/ 2013

Rengaraj,          .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1148/ 2013

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,     .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1149/ 2013

Rethinasamy Uthamundar, .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1150/ 2013

Muthukannu,      .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1151/ 2013

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,     .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1152/ 2013

Saroja,          .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1153/ 2013

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,     .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1154/ 2013

Rajangam,      .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1155/ 2013

Vilasapathi,      .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1156/ 2013

Pachamuthu Udayar, .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1157/ 2013

Rajalakshmi, .. 1st Respondent in  CRP(MD). 1158/ 2013
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2. The Special Tahsildar,  Land Acqusition, Air Force Station,
Thanjavur.

3. The Defence Estate Officer, Madras Circle, 306, Anna Salai,
Teynampet,   Chennai-18.

  ... 2nd & 3rd Respondents/Respondents / Respondents in
in all cases CRP(MD).1141 to 1158/2013 

Prayer:CRP(MD).1141/2013:

Civil Revision Petition filed under Article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A.No.2 of 2013 in
I.A.No.665  of  2012  in  L.A.O.P.25  of  1996  on  the  file  of  II
Additional District Judge (FTC), Thanjavur. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1142/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No.15of 2013 in
I.A.No.520 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.18  of 1996 On the file of the II
Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur . 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1143/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No.13 of 2013
in I.A.No.521 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.19  of 1996 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1144/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No.5 of 2013 in
I.A.No.666 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.20 of 1996 On the file of the II
Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur . 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1145/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 3 of 2013
in I.A.No.522 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.205 of 1996 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur . 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1146/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 14 of 2013
in I.A.No.523 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.203 of 1997 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur . 
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Prayer:CRP(MD). 1147/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 6 of 2013
in I.A.No.524 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.286 of 1997 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur . 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1148/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 17 of 2013
in I.A.No.663 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.369 of 1997 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur . 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1149/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 9 of 2013
in I.A.No.525 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.370 of 1997 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1150/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 8 of 2013
in I.A.No.526 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.381 of 1997 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .  

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1151/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 11 of 2013
in I.A.No.527 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.398 of 1997 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .  

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1152/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 7 of 2013
in I.A.No.528 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.703 of 1997 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .  

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1153/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 16 of 2013
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in I.A.No.533 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.104 of 2006 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .  

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1154/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 12 of 2013
in I.A.No.534 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.106 of 2006 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .  

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1155/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 4 of 2013
in I.A.No.535 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.130 of 2006 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .  

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1156/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 1 of 2013
in I.A.No.531 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.10 of 2009 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur . 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1157/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 18 of 2013
in I.A.No.530 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.12 of 2009 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .  
 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1158/ 2013

Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order dated 02.01.2013 in I.A. No. 10 of 2013
in I.A.No.532 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.14 of 2009 On the file of the
II Additional District Judge(FTC), Thanjavur .   

For Petitioner      :  Mr.V.Balaji
For R-1                 :  Mr.T.A.Ebanezer
For R-2 & R-3           :  Mr.VR.Shanmuganathan,

                                    Special Government Pleader

CRP.(NPD).(MD).NOs.1940 to 1953/2013

Savarimuthu           
.. Petitioner in CRP(MD).1940 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 
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Muthusamy Nadar .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1941 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Arulanandasamy Nadar .. Petitioner in CRP(MD). 1942 of 2013

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Arulanandasamy Nadar .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1943 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Rethinasamy Uthamundar      .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1944 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Narayana Moorthy, .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1945 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,  .. Petitioner in CRP(MD). 1946 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Rengaraj      .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1947 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Rethinasamy Uthamundar, .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1948 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Muthukannu, .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1949 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,     .. Petitioner in  CRP(MD). 1950 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Saroja,      .. Petitioner in CRP(MD). 1951 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Rethinasamy Uthamundar,     .. Petitioner in CRP(MD). 1952 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Raja lakshmi,       .. Petitioner in CRP(MD). 1953 of 2013/

1st Respondent/Petitioner/Claimant 

Vs
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1.A.Rajendran,  S/o.N.Appavoo Udayar, 28, Selvam Nagar, 
Medical College Road, Thanjavur-613 007, 
Thanjavur District.   ... 1st Respondent/petitioner/III 

     party/IIIpary in all cases CRP(MD).
1940 to 1953/2013

2.The Special Tahsildar,  Land Acquisition, Air Force Station,

 RDO Office, No.1 Vallam Road,  Thanjavur.

3. The Defense Estate Officer, Madras Circle, 306, Anna Salai,
Teynampet,Chennai-18.

... 2nd & 3rd Respondents/Respondents / Respondents in 
in all cases CRP(MD).1940 to 1953/2013 

Prayer:CRP(MD).1940/2013:

Civil Revision Petition filed under Article 227 of the Constitution
of  India, against  the  order  passed  in  I.A.No.15  of  2013  in
I.A.No.520 of 2012 in L.A.O.P.No.18 of 1996 on the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013.   

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1941/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No. 13 of 2013 in I.A.No.
521 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.19 of 1996 On the file of the  Additional
District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1942/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of  India,  against  the  order  passed  in  I.A.  No.   5  of  2013  in
I.A.No.666 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No. 20 of 1996 On the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1943/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of  India,  against  the  order  passed  in  I.A.  No.  2  of  2013  in
I.A.No.665  of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No. 25 of 1996 On the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1944/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of  India,  against  the  order  passed  in  I.A.  No.  3  of  2013  in
I.A.No.666  of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.205 of 1996 On the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 
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Prayer:CRP(MD). 1945/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No.14  of 2013 in I.A.No.
523  of  2012  in.  L.A.O.P  No.203  of  1996  On  the  file  of  the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1946/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No.6  of 2013 in I.A.No.
524  of  2012  in.  L.A.O.P  No.  286  of  1996  On  the  file  of  the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1947/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No. 17 of 2013 in I.A.No.
663  of  2012  in.  L.A.O.P  No.369   of  1997  On  the  file  of  the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013.

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1948/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of  India,  against  the  order  passed  in  I.A.  No.  9  of  2013  in
I.A.No.525 of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.370  of 1996 On the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1949/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No. 11 of 2013 in I.A.No.
527 Of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.398 of 1997 On the file of the Additional
District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1950/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No. 7 of 2013 in I.A.No.
528  Of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No. 703  of 1997 On the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1951/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No. 16 of 2013 in I.A.No.
533  Of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No. 104  of 2006 On the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

Prayer:CRP(MD). 1952/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No. 12  of 2013 in
I.A.No. 534  Of 2012 in. L.A.O.P No.106  of 2006 On the file of the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 
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Prayer:CRP(MD). 1953/ 2013
Civil Revision Petition filed under article 227 of the Constitution
of India, against the order passed in I.A. No. 10 of 2013 in I.A.No.
532  of  2012  in.  L.A.O.P  No.  14   of  2009  On  the  file  of  the
Additional District Judge, Thanjavur dated 02.01.2013. 

For Petitioner       :  Mr.T.A.Ebenezer
For R-1                 :  Mr.V.Balaji
For R-2 & R-3           :  Mr.VR.Shanmuganathan,

                                    Special Government Pleader

COMMON  ORDER

While CRP(NPD)(MD)Nos.1141 to 1158 of 2013 have been filed by
one A.Rajendran, Advocate, CRP(NPD)(MD)Nos.1940 to 1953 of 2013 have
been preferred by the claimants. Inasmuch as these two batches of
the cases arise from the one and the same order dated 02.01.2013
passed  by  the  learned  II  Additional  District  Judge  (Fast  Track
Court), Thanjavur, they were heard together and are decided by this
common order.

2.The succinctly stated facts are as follows:

2.1 Feeling  aggrieved and being dissatisfied with the award
passed  by  the  Special  Tahsildar  (Land  Acquisition),  Air  Force
Station, Revenue Divisional Office, Thanjavur, the claimants filed
the Land Acquisition Original Petitions under Section 18 of the Land
Acquisition Act, before the learned II Additional District Judge,
Thanjavur.  After due contest and upon consideration of the oral and
documentary evidence, the Reference Court enhanced the compensation
awarded by the Land Acquisition Officer, vide judgment and decree
dated 03.02.2010. Challenging the same, the Land Acquisition Officer
preferred Appeal Suits before this Court, which, vide judgment and
decree dated 22.12.2011, dismissed the said appeal suits thereby
confirming the judgment and decree passed by the Reference Court.
Further, this Court directed the Land Acquisition Officer to deposit
the amount awarded by the Reference Court, within a period of one
month, if not already deposited. One A.Rajendran, Advocate, appeared
and conducted all these proceedings on behalf of the claimants.

2.2 Subsequently, the claimants filed cheque applications to
withdraw the amount lying in the deposit, through another Advocate
by  name  S.Karunakaran.  Opposing  the  same,  A.Rajendran,  filed
applications under Order III Rule 4 CPC, praying to dismiss the
cheque applications filed by the claimants as no leave was obtained
to determine his vakalat for the claimants in accordance with law.
By separate orders dated 02.01.2013, the Court below directed the
applications filed by the said Advocate Rajendran to be taken on
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file, only to the extent of the alleged legal remuneration claimed
by  him.  Aggrieved  over  the  same,  the  counsel  as  well  as  the
claimants filed the respective batch of Civil Revision Petitions
before this Court.

3.According to the learned counsel for the petitioner in C.R.P
(NPD)(MD)Nos.1141 to 1158 of 2013, the petitioner is a practising
Advocate  and  he  appeared  for  the  claimants  and  conducted  the
proceedings before the Land Acquisition Officer, Reference Court as
well  as  this  Court  for  a  period  of  nearly  17  years,  without
receiving any amount towards fees, miscellaneous expenses and other
professional charges; however, the claimants have indulged in an
unfair  practice  by  filing  cheque  applications  through  another
Advocate without obtaining consent from the petitioner and without
seeking leave from the Court below; and hence, the Court below ought
to have dismissed the cheque applications filed by the claimants.
According to the learned counsel, the claimants are at liberty to
engage anyone as they like, but before engaging another counsel,
they have to pay the legal fees to the counsel already on record;
without discharging that duty, the claimants have no right to engage
another counsel and to prevent such erosion, it is a practise in
force that they have to obtain permission from the Court before whom
the case is pending, whereas no such permission was obtained by the
claimants; and as such, further proceedings issuing cheques to the
claimants with respect to the compensation for the lands acquired,
cannot be allowed to proceed. Therefore, the learned counsel prayed
to set aside the order impugned herein and allow the Civil Revision
Petitions filed by the Advocate Rajendran. 

4.On the other hand, the learned counsel for the petitioners in
CRP(NPD)(MD)Nos.1940 to 1953 of 2013/claimants submitted that the
recovery of remuneration cannot be done under Order III Rule 4 C.P.C
and  the  fees  payable  to  the  earlier  Advocate  have  already  been
settled and the revocation notice contains such payment in detail
and hence, the Court below ought to have dismissed the applications
filed Order III Rule 4 CPC by the earlier Advocate. Thus, according
to the learned counsel, the Civil Revision Petitions filed by the
claimants  may  be  allowed  by  setting  aside  the  orders  impugned
herein.  

5.The  learned  Special  Government  Pleader  appearing  for  the
respondent  /  Land  Acquisition  Officer  submitted  that  the  issue
involved  herein  is  between  the  lawyer  and  the  claimants  and
therefore, this respondent has no say with respect to the same. 

6.Heard all the parties and perused the materials placed before
this Court. 

7.The facts remain undisputed are that the Government acquired
the lands belonging to the claimants in the year 1994 and passed
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award,  determining  compensation.  Seeking  enhancement  of  the
compensation,  the  claimants  preferred  Reference  Petitions,  which
were allowed thereby refixing the compensation awarded. Challenging
the same, the Government went on Appeals, which were dismissed by
this Court. At this stage, the claimants filed cheque applications
by engaging a new Advocate. Seeking  dismissal of the said cheque
applications,  the  erstwhile  Advocate  Rajendran  preferred
applications under Order III Rule 4 CPC. The Court below has taken
on record the said applications to the extent of his alleged legal
remuneration. Feeling aggrieved, both the Advocate Rajendran and the
claimants are before this Court with the respective batch of Civil
Revision Petitions. 

8.It  is  a  common  knowledge  that  the  pleader  cannot,  by
simplicitor wanting discharge, obtain a discharge. He would have to
inform  the  client,  return  the  papers  and  then  claim  discharge.
Similarly, a client cannot simplicitor require a pleader who has
worked for him to be discharged to engage another pleader without
paying  the  fees  of  the  pleader.  That  would  tantamount  to
encouragement of abuse. A pleader or advocate or solicitor is an
officer of the Court and must be as much protected as the litigant
himself  for  whom  the  Courts  are  established.  Consequently,  the
satisfaction of the Court with regard to the protection of both
these parties is required.

9.Under Order III Rule 4(2) of the Civil Procedure Code, every
appointment of a pleader is deemed to be in force, until it is
determined with the leave of the Court. However, the fact that the
Court has to grant leave, would not mean and imply that the leave
can be granted mechanically. It has to be granted upon seeing the
facts of the case and the reasonableness of the application. 

10.At  this  juncture,  it  would  be  relevant  to  refer  to  the

decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  R.D.  Saxena  Vs.  Balram  Prasad
Sharma [2000(7) SCC 264], which relates not only to the claim of
lien, but also to the moral obligation of the Solicitor in allowing
his client to change his Advocate. In that decision, it was observed
that “the litigant is free to change his Advocate when he desired
and a lien cannot be exercised by the Advocate.”

11.In New India Assurance Company Ltd. v. A.K. Saxena AIR 2004
SC 311 also, it was held by the Supreme Court that “the advocate's
fees  could  not  be  adjusted  against  the  advocate's  own  personal
liability to the client and he would require to file a suit against
the client to recover his fees”. 

12.Undoubtedly, an Advocate is given the privilege of audience
by the Court and as such, he is an officer of the Court. He is at
liberty and is indeed entitled to follow his profession, but that
does not mean, in following his profession, he is not subject to the
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rules of professional etiquette or conduct and professional ethics
or he can disobey the rules of conduct framed by the Courts, whose
officers he claims to be. Thus, it is manifest that the Advocate is
entitled to charge his fees, However, he cannot insist his client to
pay his fees by retaining the papers even when his client wants to
discharge him. 

13.In the present case, the claimants engaged another Advocate
at the stage of receiving cheques for the compensation amount in
respect  of  the  land  acquisition  proceedings,  by  changing  their
erstwhile Advocate Rajendran, who in turn, preferred applications
under  Order  III  Rule  4  CPC  seeking  to  dismiss  the  cheque
applications filed by the claimants. This Court is of the view that
the manner in which the petitioner / Advocate Rajendran demanding
his professional charges from the claimants is obviously indifferent
and inconsistent with the requirements of professional ethics. He
deviates from the honourable traditions of his profession, discards
his position as an advocate and becomes a litigant himself, which is
highly reprehensible. 

14.Though the learned counsel for the petitioner / Advocate
Rajendran submitted that the petitioner contested the case of the
claimants from the Land Acquisition officer to this Court for nearly
17 years without receiving any charges, that too his legal fees,
which submission was strenuously refuted by the learned counsel for
the claimants, stating that the claimants already paid his legal
fees as agreed, this Court is not inclined to go into the same in
detail in these batches of the Civil Revision Petitions. Since the
proceedings  is relating to the compensation awarded by the Land
Acquisition  Officer  payable  to  the  claimants  for  their  lands
acquired and the petitioner Rajendran is only an Advocate, he cannot
file revision seeking relief for himself in the present proceedings
of such nature and the appropriate remedy available to him, will be
to  file  separate  suits  against  the  respective  claimants,  for
recovery of his professional fees. In view of the same, the orders
passed by the Court below in entertaining the applications filed
under  Order  III  Rule  4  CPC  on  file  for  the  alleged  legal
remuneration alone, cannot be allowed to sustain in the eye of law
and hence, the same are liable to be set aside to that extent. 

15.Accordingly, the separate orders dated 02.01.2013 passed by
the II Additional District Judge (Fast Track Court), Thanjavur, are
set aside to the extent as indicated above. As a consequence, CRP
(NPD)(MD)Nos.1141  to  1158  of  2013,  filed  by  the  petitioner  /
Advocate Rajendran are disposed of, by granting liberty to initiate
appropriate proceedings before the Civil forum for recovery of his
legal fees. In view of the same, C.R.P(NPD)(MD)Nos.1940 to 1953 of
2013, filed by the petitioners / claimants stand allowed. The Court
below is directed to issue cheques with respect to the compensation
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amount awarded to the respective claimants, as per law. No costs.
Consequently, connected Miscellaneous Petitions are closed. 

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (CS-I)

// True Copy //

                /   /2021
Sub Assistant Registrar(CS)

pm/ps

Note: In view of the present lock down owing to
COVID-19 pandemic, a web copy of the order may
be  utilized  for  official  purposes,  but,
ensuring that the copy of the order that is
presented  is  the  correct  copy,  shall  be  the
responsibility  of  the  advocate/litigant
concerned.

To

1. The II Additional District Judge (FTC), 
   Thanjavur. 

2. The Additional District Judge,
   Thanjavur.

3. The Record Keeper, 
   V.R.Section, 
   Madurai Bench of Madras High Court, Madurai.(2 Copies)

C.R.P(NPD)(MD)Nos.1141 to 1158
and 1940 to 1953 of 2013

20.11.2020

SJ (CO)
NR (18/01/2020) 12P : 5C
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