W.P.(MD)No.26107 of 2019

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 28.02.2022
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE Mr.JUSTICE G.ILANGOVAN
W.P. (MD)No.26107 of 2019

Dharmalingam ... Petitioner
Vs.

1. The District Collector,
Ramanathapuram District,
Ramanathapuram.

2. The Revenue Divisional Officer,
Paramakudi,
Ramanathapuram District.

3. The Tahsildar
Kadalai Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District.

4. The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Mudhukulathur,
Ramanathapuram District.

5. The Inspector of Police,
Kadaladi Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District.

6. Thanikodi
A.Sirukudi Village,
Kadaladi Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District. ... Respondents

Prayer : Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution
of India, to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents 1
to 5 to take appropriate steps against the sixth respondent for
excommunication of the petitioner family members based on the
representation dated 17.10.2019.

For Petitioner : Mr.V.Ramalingam

For R1 to Rb : Mr.B.Nambi Selvan
Additional Public Prosecutor
For R6 : No Appearance
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W.P.(MD)No.26107 of 2019

ORDER

This petition 1is filed seeking direction to direct the
respondents 1 to 5 to take appropriate steps against the sixth
respondent for excommunicating the petitioner family members based
on the representation dated 17.10.2019.

2. When the matter is taken up for hearing today, the learned
Additional Public Prosecutor would submit that based on the
representation made by the petitioner, enquiry was undertaken.
During the course of enquiry, both parties have appeared, before the
Enquiry Officer and compromise has been reached between the parties
by giving an undertaking to the effect that the private respondent
agreed to receive tax from the petitioner and the family members. It
is also further submitted that no objection was made by the private
respondent for the petitioner and his family members to attend the
festival in the village. Based on the above said undertaking given
by the both parties the representation made by the petitioner came
to be closed.

3. In view of the compromise reached between both the parties
and the undertaking given by the private respondent, nothing
survives for further consideration or direction in this petition. If
any violation 1s noticed in the above said wundertaking, the
petitioner may work out his remedy through apppropriate proceedings.

4. With the above said liberty, this Writ Petition stands
disposed of. No costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (T&P)
// True Copy //

/ /2022
Sub Assistant Registrar

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 COopYy, shall be the
responsibility of the
advocate/litigant concerned.
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T

1. The District Collector,
Ramanathapuram District,
Ramanathapuram.

2. The Revenue Divisional Officer,
Paramakudi,
Ramanathapuram District.

3. The Tahsildar
Kadalai Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District.

4. The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Mudhukulathur,
Ramanathapuram District.

5. The Inspector of Police,
Kadaladi Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District.

6. The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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