
W.A.(MD) No.135 of 2021

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 20.11.2024

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE RMT.TEEKAA RAMAN
and

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.SENTHILKUMAR

W.A.(MD) No.135 of 2021
and

C.M.P.(MD) No.366 of 2021

Vathaveneri Makkal Munnetra Nala Sangam
(Reg.No.93/2020)

rep.by its President
R.Murugesan       ...  Appellant

-vs-

1.The Inspector General of Registration
   Santhom, Chennai-600 004

2.The District Registrar

   (Administration)
   Sivagangai, Sivagangai District

3.The District Collector

   Ramanathapuram
   Ramanathapuram District

4.The Superintending Engineer

   PWD (WRO)
   Sivagangai District

   Sivagangai
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5.The Executive Engineer

   PWD (WRO)
   Paramakudi

   Ramanathapuram District

6.The Assistant Engineer
   Elayangudi

   PWD (WRO)
   Elayangudi

   Sivagangai District

7.The Tahsildar
   Paramakudi Taluk

   Ramanathapuram District

8.Vathaveneri Kanmai
      Pasanathararkal Nala Sangam

   Reg.No.76/2020
   rep.by its President Poornam

   No.1/123, Vathaveneri Village
   Karadaranthakudi Post

   Paramakudi Taluk
   Ramanathapuram District ...  Respondents

Writ  Appeal  filed under Clause  15 of  Letters  Patent  to set  aside the 

order, dated 22.09.2020, passed in W.P.(MD) No.8829 of 2020, on the file of 

this Court.

For Appellant : Mr.R.Paranjothi

For Respondents : Mr.M.Sarangan

Additional Government Pleader for R1 & R2
Ms.D.Farjana Ghoushia

Special Government Pleader for R3 to R7
No appearance for R8
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J U D G M E N T

   [Judgment of the Court was made by RMT.TEEKAA RAMAN, J.]

The unsuccessful writ petitioner is the appellant herein.  He filed 

the  writ  petition  in  W.P.(MD)  No.8829  of  2020  for  a  direction  to  the 

respondents  1  and  2  to  cancel  the  registration  of  the  eighth  respondent 

Association, for the alleged violation.

2.  The  learned  Single  Judge,  after  hearing  both  sides,  by  the 

impugned order disposed of  the writ  petition,  wherein he has observed as 

follows:

“4.  I  am of  the  view that  these  contentious 

issues need not be gone into. I have already held in 

W.P.(MD)No.6755  of  2020  and  batch  of  cases  vide 

order  dated 02.09.2020 that there can be only one 

umbrella  organisation,  namely,  Water  Users 

Association constituted under Section 4 of Tamil Nadu 

Act 7 of 2001...

5.  In  view  of  the  aforesaid  Judgment,  the 

Department cannot  deal  with  such  privately  formed 

societies.  The authority can only deal  with the duly 

formed  organisations.  Since  such  Judgment  has 

already been rendered by this Court, the existence of  

the  eighth  respondent  cannot  have  any  legal 
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consequence.  Of  course  in  the  case  on  hand,  

Kudimaramath  works  appear  to  have  been 

substantially  completed  and  there  has  also  been 

subsequent disbursement of  funds. In the aforesaid 

Judgment, I had already held that there is no need to  

interfere  with  what  has  already  happened.  The 

guidance is only for the future.”

3. Challenging the same, the present writ appeal.

4.  Learned  Additional  Government  Pleader  appearing  for  the 

respondents 1 and 2 produced a typed set of papers indicating the fact that 

based upon the  communication received from the  sixth  respondent,  dated 

20.05.2020  and  also  from  the  authority  concerned  in  the  Public  Works 

Department, necessary enquiry has been conducted and and opportunity of 

being  heard  was  also  given  to  the  writ  petitioner  and  also  the  concerned 

Panchayat and thereafter, it was found that the representation given by the 

appellant was bereft of details, besides the allegations made by him found to 

be  not  true  and  therefore,  the  representation  of  the  appellant  has  been 

rejected vide proceedings of the second respondent, dated 09.10.2020 and the 

same was despatched to the appellant on 10.10.2020.
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5.  In view of the above subsequent development, we are of the 

view that nothing survives for adjudication in this writ appeal.

6.  Accordingly,  this  writ  appeal  is  dismissed.   No  costs. 

Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed.

                                               [T.K.R., J.]          [N.S., J.]

                  20.11.2024

NCC : Yes / No
Index : Yes / No

Internet : Yes / No
          

krk

To:
1.The Inspector General of Registration,

   Santhom,
   Chennai-600 004.

2.The District Registrar,

   (Administration),
   Sivagangai,

   Sivagangai District.

3.The District Collector,
   Ramanathapuram,

   Ramanathapuram District.
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4.The Superintending Engineer,

   PWD (WRO),
   Sivagangai District,

   Sivagangai.

5.The Executive Engineer,
   PWD (WRO),

   Paramakudi,
   Ramanathapuram District.

6.The Assistant Engineer,

   Elayangudi,
   PWD (WRO),

   Elayangudi,
   Sivagangai District.

7.The Tahsildar,

   Paramakudi Taluk,
   Ramanathapuram District.

____________
Page 6 of 7

https://www.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



W.A.(MD) No.135 of 2021

RMT.TEEKAA RAMAN, J.
AND

N.SENTHILKUMAR, J.

krk

W.A.(MD) No.135 of 2021
and

C.M.P.(MD) No.366 of 2021

20.11.2024
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