W.P. No.6573 of 2025
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 26.02.2025
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.SUNDAR
THE HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICEI‘EnE. GOVINDARAJAN THILAKAVADI
W.P.No.6573 of 2025 and W.M.P. No.7233 of 2025
J. Udhayakumar Petitioner
The Block Development Officer >
Panchayat Union
Thurinjapuram
Tiruvannamalai Respondent
Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
seeking a writ of certiorari calling for the records of the respondent
dated 23.01.2025 made in Na.Ka.No.UA3/307/2025 and quash the

Ssame.

For petitioner Mr. K. Venkatasubban
for M/s. Sarvabhauman Associates

For respondent Mr. S. Arumugam
Government Advocate

ORDER
[made by M.SUNDAR, J.]
Captioned main 'writ petition' (hereinafter 'WP' for the sake of

brevity) has been filed assailing a 'notice signed by sole respondent on
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23.01.2025 and bearing reference Na.Ka.No.UA3/307/2025'

(hereinafter 'impugned notice' for the sake of convenience and clarity).

2. Mr. K. Venkatasubban, learned counsel for writ petitioner,
is before us.
3. Learned counsel submitted that the impugned notice is

only a show cause notice but the respondent is putting the writ
petitioner under the pain of dispossession / coercive action without
even considering the writ petitioner's response much less making an
order under Section 6 of 'the Tamil Nadu Land Encroachment Act,

1905 (Tamil Nadu Act III of 1905)' (for brevity 'said 1905 Act').

4, Issue notice to sole respondent.

5. Mr. S. Arumugam, learned Government Advocate, accepts

notice for sole respondent and submits, on instructions, that there is

encroachment and therefore, said 1905 Act has been resorted to.
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6. Though it was not argued by learned counsel for writ

petitioner, we find from our records that sole respondent is not

competent to issue a notice under Section 7 of said 1905 Act and this

Court has dealt with the same point in W.P.Nos.1344,1347,1348 and
1372 of 2025 vide order dated 22.01.2025 which reads as follows:

'IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 22.01.2025
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.SUNDAR
and
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.RAJASEKAR
W.P.Nos.1344,1347,1348 and 1372 of 2025
and
W.M.P.No0s.1592,1596,1599 and 1622 of 2025

C. Muniyammal Petitioner in WP No.1344/2025
K. Sivakumar Petitioner in WP No.1347/2025
D. Saravanan Petitioner in WP No.1348/2025
P.V. Raghuraman Petitioner in WP No.1372/2025
VS.

1. The District Collector

Vengikkal

Tiruvannamalai

Tiruvannamalai District

2. The Tahsildar
Polur Taluk Office
Polur
Tiruvannamalai District

3. The Block Development Officer
Polur Panchayat Block
Tiruvannamalai District
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4. The Revenue Inspector
Santhavasal
Polur Taluk

Tiruvannamalai District

5. The President
Padavedu Village Panchayat
Padavedu, Polur Taluk
Tiruvannamalai District Respondents in all WPs

W.P.No.1344 of 2025 filed under Article 226 of The Constitution
of India praying to issue a writ of certiorarified mandamus, to call for the
records on the file of the 5" respondent herein vide his impugned notice
dated 15.06.2023 issued under Section 7 of the Chennai III Act 1905 and
quash the same as highly illegal and further for a direction to the 2™
respondent herein to survey the lands comprised in S.No.271/B, situated in
Padavedu Village and if found proper for dwelling to issue patta in favour

of the petitioner in view of the petitioner's representations dated
06.06.2022 and 02.07.2023.

W.P.No.1347 of 2025 filed under Article 226 of The Constitution
of India praying to issue a writ of certiorarified mandamus, to call for the
records on the file of the 5" respondent herein vide his impugned notice
dated 15.06.2023 issued under Section 7 of the Chennai III Act 1905 and
quash the same as highly illegal and further for a direction to the 2™
respondent herein to survey the lands comprised in S.No.271/B, situated in
Padavedu Village and if found proper for dwelling to issue patta in favour

of the petitioner in view of the petitioner's representations dated
16.06.2022 and 02.07.2023.

W.P.No.1348 of 2025 filed under Article 226 of The Constitution
of India praying to issue a writ of certiorarified mandamus, to call for the
records on the file of the 5™ respondent vide his notice dated 15.06.2023
issued under Section 7 of the Chennai III Act 1905 and quash the same as
illegal and further for a direction to the 2™ respondent to survey the lands
comprised in S.No.271/B, situated in Padavedu Village and if found
proper for dwelling to issue patta in favour of the petitioner in view of the
petitioner's representations dated 07.09.2022 and 02.07.2023.

W.P.No0.1372 of 2025 filed under Article 226 of The Constitution
of India praying to issue a writ of certiorarified mandamus, to call for the
records on the file of the 5™ respondent in the notice dated 15.06.2023
issued under Section 7 of the Chennai III Act 1905 and quash the same as
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illegal and further for a direction to survey the lands comprised in
S.No.271/B, situated in Padavedu Village and if found proper for dwelling
to issue patta in favour of the petitioner in view of the petitioner's
representations dated 26.05.2022 and 02.07.2023.

For petitioner in all WPs Mr. J. Ashok

For respondents in all WPs  Mr. V. Ravi
Special Government Pleader
assisted by
Mr. M.S. Arasakumar
Government Advocate
COMMON ORDER
[made by M.SUNDAR, J.]

Captioned four main 'Writ Petitions' {hereinafter 'WPs' in plural
and '"WP' in singular for the sake of brevity} have been filed assailing four
separate notices, all dated 15.06.2023, issued by R5 [The President,
Padavedu Village Panchayat, Padavedu, Polur Taluk, Tiruvannamalai
District] under Section 7 of 'the Tamil Nadu Land Encroachment Act,
1905 (Tamil Nadu Act IIT of 1905)" {hereinafter 'said 1905 Act' for the
sake of brevity} which shall hereinafter be collectively referred to as
'impugned notices' for the sake of convenience and clarity.

2. Notwithstanding very many averments and grounds in the
writ affidavit, Mr. J. Ashok, learned counsel on record for writ petitioners,
predicated his campaign against impugned notices on one point and that
one point is that impugned notices have been issued by an authority, who
does not have power to issue the notice under Section 7 of said 1905 Act.

3. Issue notice to respondents.

4. Mr. V. Ravi, learned Special Government Pleader, accepts
notice for all respondents.

5. Learned Special Government Pleader, on instructions,
submitted that RS is vested with power to issue notice under Section 7 of
said 1905 Act.
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6. Considering the limited scope of the captioned main WPs,
main WPs were taken up in the Admission Board with the consent of
learned counsel on both sides.

7. Before we proceed further, we deem it appropriate to
record certain facts, trajectory the captioned matters have taken thus far
and facts that unfurled in hearing qua captioned WPs and an adumbration
in this regard as follows:

(1) The subject matter of impugned notices is
'lands in S.No.271/B, Padavedu Village, Polur Taluk,
Tiruvannamalai District' {hereinafter 'said lands' for the
sake of brevity};

(i1) R5 in the captioned main WPs had earlier
filed a writ petition in W.P.No0.36811 of 2024 with a prayer
to mandamus R1 to R4 before us (to be noted, R1 to R4 in
the captioned main WPs are R1 to R4 in W.P.N0.36811 of
2024 also) to remove alleged encroachment/s in said lands
on the ground that the said lands have been classified as
'Kuttai Poromboke'. To be noted, writ petitioner in
captioned W.P.No.1344 of 2025 [C.Muniyammal, Wife of
Chinnakulandai], writ petitioner in W.P.No.1347 of 2025
[K. Sivakumar, Son of Kuppan], writ petitioner in
W.P.No.1348 of 2025 [D.Saravanan, Son of Dhanapal] and
writ petitioner in W.P.No.1372 of 2025 [P.V. Raghuraman,
Son of Vasu] are RR 15, 10, 13 and 8 respectively in
W.P.N0.36811 of 2024. This W.P.No.36811 of 2024 came
to be disposed of by this Court in and by an order dated
04.12.2024 which reads as follows:
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I THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATUERE AT MADEAS

DATED - (4.12.2024

CORAM

W.EPNo. 36811 of 2024
P Snmvasan
Panchayat President
Padavedn Village Panchayat
Polwr Panchayvat Union,
Polur Taluk
Tiruvannamalal - 606 905, ... Pefifioner
Vs

1. The Dhsinct Collector
2 The Tah=ildar

Pohrr Taluk
3. The Bleck Development Officer

Pohr Panchary Block
4. The Reverme Inspector

Santhavasal Polur Taluk
Page Mos 18

v mhein e nkeda
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3. Famalingam
S/o. Shanmmgzann
6.  Ealyvana FEaman
S/o Pannaram
7. Ezhilmaran
SVo. Shanmmga Chethiar
8. Fazu
SioVam
9. Pazham
S/o Pomnusanmy
10.  Sovakomar
S'o Euppan
1.  Vyjayakumar
S'o Subramani
12. HNedunchezian
S'o Annamalai
13. Saravanan
S/ Dhanapal
14. Babu
S/o.Chotta Sayub
15. Mumyammal
S'o.Chinna Kuzhanthan
16, Eamala
Sdo. Pillaryvar
Page Nos. 28
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17.  Sampath
5o Annamalal
18. Yashodha
S'o.Govindasamy
19.  Selvapmmihy
S/o Ramamyalu . Respondents
Prayer:

Wnt Petiion filed under Article 226 of The Constitution of India
praving fo 1ssue a Wit of Mandamms directing the respondents 1 to 4 to
expaditiously remove the encroachments in the lands classified as "Euttal
Poramboke” and comprised m 5o 271/B, Padavedn Village, Pohor Taluk,
Thoruvannansala District by following the due process of law:

For Pefifioner : Mr Prashanth Nadara) B
For Respondents - MrVEan
Special Government Pleader
for Rl to B4
OEDER

[Order of the Cowrt was made by K.RAJASFKAR, J.]

This wait petihion has been filed seeking 3 mandsnms duecting the
respondents 1 fo 4 to remove the encroachments m the lands compnised m
5No.271/B, Padavedn Village, Polur Taluk, Thirovannamalai Dhstnet which

Page MNos W8
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has been classified as "Euttal Poramboke™.

2. The writ petitioner 15 President of Padavedn Village Panchayat. As
an Executtve Authonty, be has 1ssued notices fo private respondents, who
kave been anayed as respondents § to 19 m the present writ petibon for
removal of encroachment 1 Euftan Poromboke (water body) compnsed m

5Meo.271/B, Padavedn Village, Polor Taluk, Thinmannamala Distrct.

3. It 15 the case of the writ petifioner that alleped encroachers have not
come forward to remove the encroachment on ther own and bence, the writ
pelitoner senf commumications to official respondents fo mihate achon
agamst the alleged encroachers. Since no action was faken by the offimial

respondents, the petitioner 15 before this Cowrt.

4. The learned counsel for wnt petiioner submmtted that as per Sechon
1312} of 'the Tamul Madu Panchayats Act, 1994 (Tamil Madu Act 21 of
1994} {hereinafter 'said Act for the sake of brevity, comvenience and

clarity}, the wiif pefifioner as a competent authority has already issued

Paze Nos 48
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notices to alleged encroachers seeking removzl of encroachment in the said
land. He further submuts that the encroachment 1s made in Euftal (water
body) and if the encroachers are not coming forward to remove the
encrozchment on their own, Revenue authonfies has to mmtiate proceedings
under "the Tamil Madn Land Encroachment Act, 1905 (Tamml Nadu Act I of
1905) {hereinafter 'said 1905 Act’ for the sake of bresaty}. Though notices
have been 1ssued to alleged encroachers, they hawve not come forward to

remove the encroachment 1= learned counsel's say.

5. Issue notice to official respondents 1.6, respondents 1 to 4.

6. MrVEavi, learmed Special Government Pleader accepts notice for

official respondents 1 to 4.

7. Considering the limited scope of the matter, main vt petifion was

taken up in the Adwassion Board itself wath the consent of both sides.

8. The leamed State Counsel submits that wnder said 1905 Act, the
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official respondents would take steps to remove the encroachment in the
subject land and official respondents would proceed as against the alleged
encroachers mn accordance with law on the basis of notices already 1szued by

the wiif petihoner.

9. Considenng the facts and circumstances of the case and conmidenng
the submissions made on both sides, we dmect the second respondent to
inifiate procesdings wnder said 1905 Act after prosading an opportumty o

alleged encroachers (private respondents) and act n accordance wath laar

With the above duechions, this Wnt Petifion 15 disposed of There
shall be ne order as to costs.

(ML) (E.R.5..J.)
04.12. 2024
Index - Yes /Ho
WNeutral Crtation : Yes f No
Speaking arder ! Non-speaking order
mk
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(111) Aforementioned 04.12.2024 order of this Court speaks for
itself and it now comes to light that 'notices already issued' are inter alia

impugned notices;

(1iv) Impugned notices were not brought to the notice of this Court
when 04.12.2024 order was made though it was submitted that notices
have already been issued and that notices already issued were notices
under Section 131(2) of 'the Tamil Nadu Panchayats Act, 1994 (Tamil
Nadu Act 21 of 1994)" {hereinafter 'said Act' for the sake of brevity,
convenience and clarity}. Therefore, this Court, in paragraph no.8 of
aforereferred 04.12.2024 order, after recording the submission that
notices have already been issued, in paragraph no.9, directed notices
under said 1905 Act to be issued by R2 but it now comes to light that
notices had already been issued under said 1905 Act and that the same

have been issued by R5;

(v) It 1s also submitted that writ petitioners have responded to
impugned notices vide identical responses, all dated 02.07.2023. To be
noted, responses placed before us are unsigned and there are no
acknowledgments. One of the identical responses i.e., response dated
02.07.2023 in the first captioned WP, viz., W.P.No.1344 of 2025 is as

follows:

PG BmoS 1 O2-07F-2023.

C. psou oo meir .,
a6/ N FeBTeoT (@SB LD s as
eTesBT- 1477, LIEQ iy ex¥ oS
ALK L e (5. :
S51(H ST STOTIT LD 60> 600 506 90s,

QIO

1. 2 uiTsSlab wmenl L =) Sy iy ~GITT S 6eTT
B lGISS] &6 a6 T e . N
SSNIHELIETHTSTOTITLD ST 60
S5UHSUSTHTSTTT LD 6360 Lo T el _ L 11,

2. 2 wIiTsSlanh =  seil ER IS S IBIT (=engmi_ oF s e ).

S (HeLSTITSOTTIT LD 02640 .
SHIHELISTETSTOITLD 60260 LOMeuUl L 1D,

3. 2 uliTSSIH =, 60 600TUNITSTTIT 61T o 59T
2argml_&Fl eedToduno 7/ eu’ LT suenmiT&HFaF misuisulsviT (a5 .sen ),
GLImTesThiT.,
S (THSUETITSTTTTLD 603 60 .
S5 (HSH6sGT SOOTITLD 6036 LD Meul_L_ LD .
4. = uIiTSSlah eu L M SFludit st S 6T .
GLuTeeThiT .
SN HEIIETFHTSTTTITLD 60360 .
FHELIETHTETTTITLO 60260 LOMeul L 1D,

oSN Flus S2u nT =eiTSB6TT .,
BTesT 6T68T (H(HLDLIGSEIL 601 Gromanmiul eYTNleuTFFH IS 60 eudlisal
SIBbAEIBmesT. BrssT UL_Geu(s Sargrl_FluTls = siTenm useTr exf sSluTso

SIS T exT I (555 (LUDSST (BT 9= [V ) Il Mobile shop mBL 3955 U IHASIEBMEET .
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o0 GUHLLD LB Si6u6uLLIGuI
([pLBIEBETIT S BLHH aUBFGOTID. o6l

e 6“ 1 BGHD! @imenLuilsh BLHBl60
(Ef;:iﬁi;oﬁ"’ AmbS! CUBSTT- @68 emL_aetiledn
m GFLSI QU(HEUITILISH SI6DD RrE 5
L6V cresirenfilev GUBID 6T6dTLIGH

Lgy  GU(BHLBISETITES 61601

5 - r[fTéEGh u
/b\)\ @MU 66 (1pei1 G

(LpeoTGemTiTEBeTT L0 6
SieILeUD ofpnd e e
ol whpio @@y ueHUDEl
e aupEDS!. Bibs B0 b2
STTES GaaflauuBSSUILATe0D - ' i
ip LTesT6aTiT 6T60T Guwfevp eurfl GFIHBHU ®
ampEns. BssmLES G.S.T ugley @EU'—'UJ'.—'U'-'@mmgd LD?QIL:D
Wlesr  Eemevorii SiefSHI0 LWISSTUTE_ g6y 2_61T6NGl.  [BTTRISH6T
BlbLogslwImes GIRIGBET B (No.1477, A.K. Padavedu,
BLSI UbD Bleneoullev, &L b 15-06-2023-1D
oarymi & & EMEVEUT TV

G BLOUSSTIT Guuwifle

Tiruvannamalai) enw
GapguiiL  Gprileead silalliy,
ST LGl SIBSMSUW Grri_leey eyl &l FHEMEVEUT TV

seaflFmaTs @I (PQWITS! 66im 61aé5E FlL Si\eyemT
oefEsmowTs 2 msafld obs GhrlgeavssTer  USled
aflendssd SieMsEBmei. GHBImMIWL alleuUJmhiS6eTT6D DMHMID 61657
Blev 2 _enlLeniosnul 2 Mg GFiiw usv (peomm 2 misefllid ul L
aupniis Gamiluyd e SieflHHI6TG6mTID. D15 Blevleneuullsd 2 _siten
Bleweouiled ehiseT ot FHemevaul HeeNlFEnFLITE  Sieniilw
GCoTiiesd euTUeD  GUTHIG LMD LOMMID  6THISBEHEBE,  6TMHIGET
BLH5IDG ULt  sefE@orm  sTpeLOLL 6 Gl (B
GlameiTaBGmebt.

OGN

(C. apaflunpiomei )
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8. A careful perusal of the aforementioned narrative which
captures facts, trajectory thus far and what unfurls from the case files,
brings to light that as early as in July of 2023 (02.07.2023), writ
petitioners have responded to impugned notices and have specifically
raised the point that R5 cannot issue the impugned notices and that such a
plea is taken on legal advice.

9. Be that as it may, it is categorically submitted by learned
counsel for writ petitioners in all four captioned WPs that after writ
petitioners' identical responses dated 02.07.2023 to impugned notices, no
orders have been made under Section 6 of said 1905 Act. This categoric
submission is recorded.

10. We find from our research that a similar question arose in
W.P.(MD)No0.16494 of 2023 [Viswanathan Vs. District Collector and_

others] and a Hon'ble Division Bench of Madurai Bench of this Court, in
and by an order dated 10.07.2023. has recorded the stated position of
learned State Counsel made on instructions that there is no Government
Order specifically authorizing Block Development Officer [BDO] or
Village Panchayat President to initiate action under Section 7 of said 1905
Act. It appears that Viswanathan case has been given a legal quietus as
we find from our further research that the matter does not appear to have
been carried to Hon'ble Supreme Court.

(underlining done by us for ease of reference)

11. We are informed by learned Special Government Pleader
that the tenure of office of RS has also lapsed on 05.01.2025.

12. Before we proceed further, we deem it appropriate to
capture the obtaining legal position or in other words, the obtaining
Section 7 of said 1905 Act. Section 7 of said 1905 Act reads as follows:

'7. Prior notice to person in occupation.- Before
taking proceedings under section 6, the Collector or
Tahsildar, or Deputy Tahsildar or Revenue Inspector or any
authorized officer or any other officer specified by the State
Government in _this behalf (not being an authorised officer)
(hereinafter referred to as the 'specified officer') as the case
may be, shall cause to be served on the person reputed to be
in unauthorised occupation of land being the property of
Government a notice specifying the land so occupied and
calling on him to show cause before a certain date why he
should not be proceeded against under section 6.
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Such notice shall be served in the manner
prescribed in section 25 of the Tamil Nadu Revenue
Recovery Act, 1864 (Tamil Nadu Act Il of 1864), or in such
other manner as the State Government by rules or orders
under section 8 may direct:

Provided that no such notice shall be necessary in
the case of any person unauthorisedly occupying any land,
if he has been previously evicted from such land under
section 6 or if he has previously vacated such land
voluntarily after the receipt of a notice under section 5-B or
under this section:

Provided further that where the notice under this
section is caused to be served by any Revenue Inspector or
any specified officer, he shall require the person reputed to
be in unauthorised occupation of the land to show cause
against such notice to the Collector, Tahsildar or Deputy
Tahsildar or authorised officer having jurisdiction, as the
case may be, and shall also make a report in writing
containing such particulars as may be specified in rules or
orders made under section 8 to the Collector, Tahsildar or
Deputy Tahsildar or authorised officer having jurisdiction,
as the case may be.'(putting in a portion of extract in
different font and underlining of same is by this Court for
ease of reference).

13. In the aforesaid Section 7 of said 1905 Act, the expression
'any other officer specified by the State Government in this behalf (not
being an authorised officer) (hereinafter referred to as the "specified
officer"), as the case may be' was substituted in place of 'any officer of the
Highways Department, not below the rank of a Section Olfficer and not
being an authorised officer’. This is in and by way of Amendment Act
captioned 'The Tamil Nadu Land Encroachment (Amendment) Act, 1975
(Tamil Nadu Act No.20 of 1975)' {hereinafter 'said 1905 Amendment Act'
for the sake of brevity}. We find that said 1905 Amendment Act is a
conditional legislation. This is vide sub-section (2) of Section 1 which
reads as follows:
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'1. Short title and commencement - (1) ...................
(2) It shall come into force on such date as the
State Government may, by notification, appoint.’

14. The said 1905 Amendment Act received assent of President
on 02.07.1975, it was published in Gazette on 08.07.1975 and it kicked in
(came into force) on and from 01.10.1976.

15. Be that as it may, following Viswanathan case supra, we
deem it appropriate to set aside the impugned notices but we make it clear
that all rights and contentions of R2 [The Thasildar, Polur Taluk Office,
Tiruvannamalai District] are preserved for issuing fresh notice/s under
Section 7 of said 1905 Act.

16. Learned Special Government Pleader submits that R2 will
issue fresh notice under Section 7 of said 1905 Act as expeditiously as the
official business of R2 would permit but in any event within one week
from today i.e., by 29.01.2025. This submission of learned Special
Government Pleader is recorded.

17. When Section 7 notice is issued by R2, it is open to writ
petitioners to send signed responses under due acknowledgment (if so
advised and if so desired) within the time specified therein. Thereafter, an
order under Section 6 of said 1905 Act or other proceedings as adumbrated
in said 1905 Act shall follow.

18. Learned Special Government Pleader, adverting to earlier order
dated 04.12.2024 and current scenario, submits that the entire exercise will
be completed as expeditiously as the business of R2 would permit but in
any event within eight weeks from today i.e., on or before 19.03.2025.

19.  We make it clear that impugned notices are set aside solely
on lack of jurisdiction (qua RS) point and we are not expressing any view
or opinion on the merits of the matter i.e., on the merits of encroachment
or contra contention of writ petitioners. Therefore, when fresh Section 7
notices are issued, the matter will be considered on its own merits and in
accordance with law untrammeled by any observation made in this order.
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Captioned WPs are disposed of in the aforesaid manner.
Consequently, Writ Miscellaneous Petitions thereat are disposed of as
closed. There shall be no order as to costs.

M.S.,J.) (KRS, J)
22.01.2025'

Paragraph 10 of aforementioned order is of relevance.

7. In the light of the narrative thus far, the following order is
made:

i. Impugned notice is set aside solely on the ground of

lack of jurisdiction on the part of sole respondent;

ii. As a corollary to the above, we deem it appropriate to
write that we have not expressed any view or opinion

on the merits, much less on the alleged encroachment;

iii. We preserve all the rights and contentions of the State
to initiate proceedings afresh by issue of notice by a
competent authority i.e., orders gqua Section 7 of said
1905 Act; and

iv. When the above is resorted to, we equally preserve all
the rights and contentions of the writ petitioner to send
a suitable response and the procedure contemplated
under said 1905 Act shall be followed.

8. This Court has repeatedly held that said 1905 Act is a self
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contained Code. The reason inter alia is that there is a provision to
have the alleged encroacher show caused under Section 7 of said 1905
Act followed by an order (considering the cause shown). The order
under Section 6 is appealable under Section 10 (District Collector is
the appellate authority) and there is a provision for further revision to
the Government under Section 10-A (Section 10-A(3) to be precise) of
said 1905 Act. Pending appeal / revision, there is a provision for
making interim prayer vide Section 10-B of said 1905 Act. Therefore,
said 1905 Act is a self contained Code in every sense of the

expression.

9. In the light of the narrative thus far, captioned WP is
allowed albeit with aforementioned observations and preservation of
rights in the aforesaid manner. Consequently, captioned writ
miscellaneous petition thereat is disposed of as closed. There shall be
no order as to costs.

(M.S., 3.) (K.G.T.,J.)

26.02.2025
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M.SUNDAR, J.
and
K. GOVINDARAJAN THILAKAVADI, J.
cad
To:
The Block Development Officer
Panchayat Union

Thurinjapuram
Tiruvannamalai
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