W.P.No.20719 of 2024
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 12.06.2025
CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE M.SUNDAR
and
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT CHANDANGOUDAR

W.P.N0.20719 of 2024 and W.M.P.N0.22668 of 2024

C. Dhanabakkiyam Petitioner
VS.

1. The Revenue Divisional Officer
8PQF+JC6, CSI Institutions Campus
Brough Road, Erode
Tamil Nadu 638 001

2. The District Collector
State Highway 96
Opp. District Court
Tamil Nadu 638 011

3. The Tahsildar
New No.12, Old No.360
Erode Main Road, Panneer Selvam Park
Erode, Tamil Nadu 638 001

4, The Village Administrative Officer
Erode Respondents
Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
seeking a writ of certiorari calling for the records on the file of the
1%* respondent in proceedings No.Na.Ka.2748/2024/A2 dated
05.07.2024 on the file of the 1* respondent and quash the same as

illegal, incompetent and without jurisdiction.
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

For petitioner Ms. V. Srimathi

For RR1to 3 Mr. K. Suresh
Govt. Advocate

For R4 Mr. T.K. Saravanan
Addl. Govt. Pelader

ORDER
[made by M.SUNDAR, J.]

Captioned main 'writ petition' [hereinafter 'WP' for the sake of
brevity] has been filed with a prayer for a writ of certiorari gua a
‘enquiry notice (allgmrsmean yswpliuneman) dated 05.07.2024 bearing
reference 5.%./2748/2024/ 92 issued by R1 (Revenue Divisional
Officer)' which shall hereinafter be referred to as 'impugned notice' for

the sake of convenience and clarity.

2. In the impugned notice, lone writ petitioner before us is
noticee no.7. Captioned WP has been filed in this Court on

15.07.2024.

3. When the captioned WP was listed before this Court on
26.07.2024 in the Admission Board, the following proceedings/order

came to be made:
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[C¥rder of the Court was made by
MSUNDAR. J..]

Ms. W Pavithra, learned counsel representing
Ms W Srimaths, counsel on record for writ petitioner
submits that an additsonal typed set has to be filed and
brought on Board.

2 Let leamed counsel do the same by next
h=ting which will be one week hence.

3. List in the Admission Board e, Motion List
but wunder the cause hst caption "ADICATRENED

ADMISSION' on 02.08.2024
[MLS. d] [KLG.T. J]

2G0T 2024

4, Thereafter, there was another listing on 02.08.2024 and in

that listing, the following proceedings/order came to be made:
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ansl
Bz INIARATAN THILAK AYVAINI J.

i ¥rder of this Cowurt was made by
MLELUMNIDARJ..]

Matter mentionaed at halt pass vem.

2. Mr.Sunmy Sheen, learned counsel representing
the counsel on record fior pentioner requests for an
adjoumment citing difficulty for the arguing counsel.

3. Reqguest for adpournment acoceded to

4. List uwmder the =same cause st caption
TADMIITRENED ADMISSIONT in the Admission Board
re., Motion List one weeck hence.

List om 908 2024,

VLS T, [ iy |
DZ.0H.20Z4
ST
5. Today, Ms. V. Srimathi, learned counsel on record for writ

petitioner, is before us and learned counsel, adverting to earlier
proceedings dated 26.07.2024, submits that an additional typed set of
papers dated 26.07.2024 has since been filed and the same is before
us. This additional typed set of papers dated 26.07.2024 consists of
only one document and that is an order dated 12.07.2024 bearing
reference p.5./2748/2024/ 92 (hereinafter 'said order' for the sake of

convenience and clarity) made by R1.
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W.P.N0.20719 of 2024
6. Learned counsel submits that the impugned notice of R1

has culminated in the said order of R1. This submission is recorded.

7. Learned counsel submitted that simultaneous with said

notice, a caveat has been lodged but orders have been made.

8. Issue notice to respondents.

0. Mr. K. Suresh, learned Government Advocate, accepts
notice for RR 1 to 3 and Mr. T.K. Saravanan, learned Additional
Government Pleader, accepts notice for R4. Learned State counsel for
R4 submits, on instructions, that said order was assailed by three
individuals, viz., Rukmani, T.S. Kumar and C. Dhanapal vide
W.P.N0.22811 of 2024 along with W.M.P. N0s.24846, 24847 and 24849
of 2024 thereat, the same came to be disposed of (after full contest)
by a Division Bench to which one of us (M. SUNDAR, J.) was a party.
Learned State counsel has placed before us this order dated
18.12.2024 made in W.P. No0.22811 of 2024 and W.M.P. No0s.24846,

24847 and 24849 of 2024 thereat and the same reads as follows:
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

PN AT o 0
M THE HIGH COLET OF MIMHCATUEE AT MADEAS

RESEEYED {7y Ih 11034
FROMOUNCED ON - 1R.1Z2024

CORAM

THE HIROURABELE MR JUSTICE MSUNDAR
i
THE HIMOURABLE MEJUSTICE KRAJASEKAR

WP %o J2ALL of 2024
WALF, Mg J4846 24847 g 24849 of 2024
| Rukmani
1 TS5 Kumar
1. O Dlanapal Petitiogér
S

| The Dhsmict Cillecast
Snute Hghuay %, Opp. Dot Coan,
Tanil Mada - 638 011

1 The hamel Revisie (e
Cillector Oifice, Enode

L} The Ravesiie Diivisssnal Offiesr
SPCF+I06, OS] Irenmutesns Campus
Chidambaram Colory, Encde,

Fame Maw 121
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W.P.N0.20719 of 2024

PPN JOAT " 0
Tarndl Madu - 633 ]
4 The Tahsildhar,
Mo M, LI, Ol P 360,

Ercde Main Fosl,

Panmszr Sdvam Pask,
Eroade, Tamil Madu - 633 M.

E The ¥illsgge Adrsisirative Officer,
Ermle.

& Anilegu Magalamesan Tessple,
Ropeesenied by i Trusess,
Tharedal Village, Esode Dissanict

T The Coparation,

IRT - Naoy Mom iplvadied o per ordir
daraad 2400 N2d in RN 22812004
e AT i MOWRLTY

Wil Petinon filsd wader Amicle 106 of e Comtmated of Inda
praying b ase 4 Wil of Cemoran w call for the entire recosds on the file
of the respondent M3 in Froceadigs NeKa No IT48200442 daed
12072024 and pe quash the same as illegal.

Fisr Petitines's WiV Rigavichar,
Semer Coune]
{For MY, Snmet sd B Ahkimme)

FerRR 11 5 MiT. K. Seswvanan,

Fame Mam 231
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WPNo TR0 of 2004
[Govermment Advocale)

For R : Mr. 5. Ravichandran,
|AGP, HRECE)

For B7 . Mr. M. Rajamathivanan,
[ Standing Cownsel for Erode Corpaoration])

ORDER

Iby K.RAJASEKAR, 1]

This writ petstion has been filed do guash the procesdings passed by
the respandent Mo 3 i Mo Ko Mo 27482024542 doked 12,07 2024, whercin
the representatson of the petibioners seekmg issuance of patta was neyected
and corsequenly, direction was isswed 1o remove the encroackment made by

the petstioners by invoking the provissons of Tamil Made Land

Emcroachment Act, 1905,

2. Bref facts leadimg to filmg of this wnit petition are as follows:
2.1.  The claim of the petitsaners is that they are in possession and

cocupation of the portions of the land in ofd Survey Mo 674/ New Survey
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W.P.N0.20719 of 2024

WFNo S3E1T of 224
N 3] and 347, 35 Thindal Village, Erode Taluk, Erode Duistrict for
several decades and they are also payimg howse tax, electnicity consumption
charges amd water fax, eic, for the buildings m the said land. The
petitsoners herein have semt representation for assignment of the =id land
and for msumnce of patta m their @vour, further, they filed wnil petition in
W ENo 1286 of 2011, secking direction to the Authorities o consader their
representatson. This Court has passed a common order dated 2200 2011 in
the said wnt petition, directng the respondent Mo.2 = The District Revenue
(Mficer, Erode (hereinafter, DR herein io pass arders on the representation
of the petidoners within a pemod of taelve weeks, but, no orders were
passed by the DR(). Whilesn, the petitsoners were served with show cause
motice dated 12.06. 3024 under the Land Emcroachment Act, 1905
(hereimafter Encroackment Act), calling wpom them o remowve thesr
ococupation ower the said land, on the ground that the sad land = a
"(aovermnment Foramboke” and the petiioners herein have encroached
certain portions of the bod in Survey Mo 547, The petimoners have sent
their reply on 28.06. 2024 and thereafier, the pettioners bave also recerved

anoiber show cause notice dated 05072024 under 5ection 7 aof the

Page Mos4.21
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

WP N ITEN] of 202

Incroachment Act, callmg wpon them io appear for an emquiry on
09.07.2024. Whileso, the petstioners challenged the said show cause notces
dated 12.06.2024 and 05.07.2024, by filing a wnt petition m WP Mo 20509

of 2024,

121 Meanwhile, based on the enquiry, the respondent No.3 = The
Revenme Divisional (dficer, Erode (hereinafter, RIND) by an order dated
12.07.2024, rejected the petitzaner’s request for assignment of land, msmnce
of patia and passed an order of evictson, Subseguently, 2 molice was issued
to the pelstioners under Section 7 of the Land Encroachment Act, 1905 and
the petitboners have alse filed an appeal before the Appellate Authority,

challenging the sasd mobice served under Section 7 af the Encroachment Act.

13 In the meantime, the writ petitbon filed by the peistioners in
W.ENe 20509 of 2024 was dsposed of by this Count by an order dated
24.07.2024, with the Bberty granied io the pefitioners to challenge the
proceedmgs in Na KaNo 27482024742 dated 12072024 passed by the

respandent No.3 = RIMY  Accordmgly, the present wmi pefstion has been
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W.P.N0.20719 of 2024

WP No ITEC] of D2

filed by the petitioners.

11. On behalf of the Offical respondent, the respondent MNp2 -
M) fled a counter, wherein, # is siabed that the Bnds in survey Mos 5471
and 547 is on the pathway of Analmegu Thindal Mumgan Temple at Thandal
Village, which is situated in Frode o Perundurai road and the said land is
classified as "Governmend Poramboke”. It is further sided that the
petitsoners heremn have encroached the ssd bnd, construcied a commercial
building and leazed out some portsons af the land for commercial activities.
The sxid bnd is situated in a busy area apd Moufssel hus stop as well as a
Women's College are situated adjacent to the sasd land.  Hence, for the
purpose of curtailing land encroachment in such area, the respondent ®o.d -
The Tahsildar, Emde was mstrucied to comduct inspection, o survey and
tzke action againsi the encroachers. fuccordingly. an inspection and servey
was conducied m the said area and @ bas been found that the said land in
survey Mos 5471 and 547 were occupied by the povale parties, they are
gererating income from the Government Poramboke bnd, by leasing out the

mame for commercial purpose.  Only thereafier, motices were served o the

Page Moi &7 1
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

W No TTH T of 2024
petitioners: herein under the Encroachment Act, hence the petitiomers are not
entitlzd to clamm any nght over the said bnd on the growund that they were in

lemng time possession of the said nd.

12 Inthe counter, it is further staied that, some portions of the bnd
m Survey Mos 54/ and 547, assigned to eligible persons, since o was not
wed for lemple purposes and the same shall not give any legal right o the
petitsoners: herem to claim that they are entitled to assignment of the nd
The caveat was filed to prevent the petioners from getting any exsparte
orders, in the matiers concerming removal of encroachment. Omly afier
thorough enquiry, considening the representation of the petiboners, afier
giving famr opportunities, the respondent Mod « EDO had passed the
proceedings  Na KaNo 2748200442 dated 12072024, within  his
junisdiction o handle encroachment and the same is not contravention of the
High Couwrt directves. The petitioners are mat having any legal right 1o
assignmend of the said land and for patta in their fovour, to comduct
commercial activities in the said land. The petitsners are not landless poor

or eligible to claim assignment of bnd mnder anmy of the schemes of the

Page Noa 721
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

WERo IR of D02

Crovernmend, thereby the onder passed by the respondent No.3 = RO is

valud.

4. Mr ¥ Ragavachan, lkeamed Semior Counsel appeanng for the
writ petitioners submits that the petiboners are in possession and emjoyment
of the lands in Survey Nos 541 and 37 for several decades and some of
the adjacent land owners were assigned bnd in the year 2007, hence the
petithaners berein submitted thesr representation for assignment of the bnd,
which wene in their pessession, and same was not considered by the Offical
respondents | io 3. Therefore, the petitioners filed writ petitbons in
WPEHMos. 1282 ip 1286 of 2011, wheremn this Court by an common order
dated 22.00. 2001, directed the respandent No.2 « DR to consider their
representation and o pass orders cn menits, m accardance with law, within a
perisd of twelve weeks. However, mo final order was passed by the DR
Whileso, on 12.06. 2024, the pelstioners were served with summans, calling
upon them o appear before the RIN)} for an enguiry, for which the

petitzaners sent a defazled reply on 24.06.2024. Again, the petitioners were
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

WER ITHIT of N2

served with anather notice dated (0507 2024, calling upon them to appear
before the RO fior an enquiry on 09.07.2024. Accordingly, on 09.07.2024,
the petitioners appeared before the RIM) and filed 2 memo, seeking further
time. They have challenged the notices dated 12.06.2024 and 05.07.2024,
by filing a wm petition in W.PNo. 20509 of 2024. Dhring pendency of the
ahove wnt petstion, the RO had passed a impugned proceedings in
Mo Ka No 2T4R2024/A2 dated 1207 2024, hence, this Court vide order
dated 24.072024, dinected the petitioners to withdraw the wnit petition in
W.E N0 20509 of 2024 with [herty o file 2 fresh pettion. Hence, the
petitboners have filed this present wril petition, challenging the proceedmps

dated 12.07.2024, passed by RIND.

5 The leamed Senior Counsel further submitied that some of the
persans, who are in occupation of the adjacent lands of the petitioners were
given assignment i the year 2007, whensas the petitoners, who were
similarly placed have nat been asigned the brds and were also not given
vatlid reasons for the ame. He also submitbed that the petsioners are in

possessaan of very small area of land and they are moming small shops,

Pags Mok 521
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

Wi N SFi] of 24
these shaps are livelihood of the petitioners and there is no hig commencial
premises, which was not taken note by ihe RIM), while passing the
mmpugned order, hence the same is nof sustamable. He also submitied that,
as per the earlier order passed by this Court in W.PNo. 1283 o | 286 of 2011
dated 22.01. 2011, the respandent Mo.2 herein is directed ip consider the
representation of the petitioners, whileso, the respondent Mo.d herein has
passed the omder, which & not kegally sustamable, therefore, he prays 1o

quash the impugned proceedings.

6. Mr TK. Saavanan, leamed coumsd appearing for the
respandents | to 5 submils that, this Court vide earler order dated
2002001 in W.PNos | 283 to 1286 of 2011, directed the respondent Na.2
to consider the representation of the petitioners. The pettioners were nat
having amy legal nght over the said land and they have also not taken any
sieps, secking mplementation of the order passed in the above wnit petition.

He also submitied that, as per the Board Standmg Crder, the respondent

Page Nos 1021
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

WA Ko R o 202
M3 « RIMD is empowered io process the application seeking for assignment
and patia and ke & entitled to pas arders on the same. Therehy, the R0
passed the order, rejecting the request of the petiboners seekmg patta and 1o
remove the encroachment made by the patitioners in the said land. The
petitioners are not elgible i get assignment of lands, as a matter of nght
for the land which 15 classified a5 a Government Poramboke and the
petitioners are mvolved in commercial activities in the said knd, hence ther
claim of seekmg assignment and patia was properly considered and rejecied
by the respondent Mo - RIN).  He further submitted that the petitioners
were served notices under Encroachment Act and orders under Section & of
the Encroachment Act also passed, ordering evictiom of the petitimners: from
the subject land. The petitsoners have filed an appeal hefore the Appellie
Authority and the same is also disposed of, by rejecting the contention af the
petittaners, hence noihing survives m this petstion and be prays (o dismiss

the petitean.

7. We have considered the submissions made on boih ssdes and

also perused the records.
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WP N TR o 2024

E  Admittedly, the subject bnd in Servey Mos 5471 and 547 ane
classified as Government Poramboke, which is ssmied near the Arulmegho
Thindal Murugan Temple and the peitioners heremn are m possession and
oocupation of spme portions of the bnd in Survey Nos 34'] and 347 [house
with commercial establishments]. In Survey Mo54'], one Dhanabakkivam
& having a house with bakery shop and a saloon and in Survey Mo 547, the
petitioner Mo 3 « Dhanapal is having three grocery shops and also a separate
house, ssmilarly, the petitioner Mo.2 « TS, Kumar s baving a bakery and
photoshop centre abong with a house and the petiboner Mol = Rokmam is

running a Dairy farm.

9. According to the petitioners, m the year 2007 and 2({19, some
portons of the land were assigned o someother persons, hence they have
come forward with the writ petilbon in WP Nos. 1283 o 1286 of 2011,
seckmg direction v consider their requesi for assignment of land and
msmnce of patia and this Court was akso pleased ip direct the respondent

Mol - DRD o comsider the representation of the petitiomers and o pass
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FEFNo IHEET of 224
onders. However, the pelstioners have not produced any documents to show
that whether they have commumicated this Order 1o the DRD and whether
they bave faken any steps fo implement this Order According o the
petitsaners, the respondent Mo.2 « DRO bad mot passed any order, as per the
direction of this Court, per comira, they have been served with show cose

notice dated 12.06.2024.

It.  Onpeusal of the notice daied 12.06 2024, the respondent Mo.2
=« RIH) direcied the petitioners in remove the portson of land encmached by
them in the Erode = Perundurai Highway, This notice was neplied by the
petitioners on 18.06.2024, wherem, they bawve staled that they were in
passexsian of the land for several decades and sought for issuance of patia
from the respondent Mo 2 « DRD. Whilesn, another motice dated 0507 2024
was msued by the RO, callmg upon the petitioners herein to appear for an
enguiry, scheduled ip be held om 0907 2024, in which he had also made a

reference about the procesdings of the Tahsildar dated 1 1.06.2024,

1. According o the respondents, the (Mficial respondents have
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WP N II6 0T af A2

conducted survey for removal of encroachments m the Ernde-Perunduras
Highway and durmg the course of their survey, they found some portions of
the bands kave been encroacked by the petitioners berein, therefone notice
under Section 7 of the Land Encroachment Act was issued to the petitioners.
Subsequenily, after emquiry, the impugned proceeding herem has been
passed by the respondent Ne3 - RIM), by specifically referring about the
representation suhmitted by all the petitoners and their contenbions
mcluding their daim of possession of the subject land from the year 1967

onwards

12 The impugned proceedings of the respondent Mo 3 also shows
that, while imitisting the procesdings by the BEDOD for removal af
encroachments, the peitioners have approached him, seeking issuance of
assignmend’ patta. Though, the pefitioners have refemed about the onder
passed by thes Court m WP Nos. 1283 dp 1286 of 2011, the petitioners have
sought for patta and reguested maol o act wpon the report of the Tahsildar
dated 11062024, This representation shows that the petiboners were

aware about the proceedings of the Tahsildar in Ma.Ka No 323170024744,

Page Nis 1421

Page Nos.19/28

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



W.P.N0.20719 of 2024

W N IZ80T af M2d

dated 11.06.2024.

I3,  The petitsoners assail impugned order on the ground that, this
Couwrt in the eartier arder dated 22002001 m WPNos 1283 to 1286 of
Hill, dwerted the respondent Mo.2 = DRO io pass onders regarding the
request of issmnce of patta, wherens, the respondent No3 - RIK) has
passed the impugred proceedings duted 12.07.2024. This was answered by
the State Council that the RIND is a competent authority umder Revense
Sianding (rder 15 of the Board Standmg Order, while dealing with the
petitbions filed for issmnce of assignments.  The Kevenoe Standing Orders
15 tp 21 deals with the power of the Government o dspose the lands. The
Order 15(3)ii) prescribes that the RDCY shall be ihe competent person io
consider the applications filed for issuance of assigmment and pata
Admittedly, the petitboners herein had sent representation, while replying o
the show cause notice issped for removal of encroachment, m which they
have sought for pata in thewr favour and the same has been consadered by
the respondent No.3 = RIND, who is the competent authority.  Thenefore, we

fired that there is no infirmity in the jurisdiction exercied by the respandent:

Page Mos 1521
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WHNo IR of 22

Mod « RIND for passing the impugned order.

14.  As siaied in the earlier paragraph, the Revenue Standing Order
provides elsgibdity, scheme, condstions and ather procedures fior issuance of
assignment of lands and pattas.  Admittedly, the subject land herein is a
Government Poramboke, m which a temple & also situated.  According 1o
the respondents, ihis portions of the land was earbier used by the Temple for
performing religiows activities. The constructions made by the petilsoners is
naw affecting the free flow of the peaple in that locality, since there is a bus

siop as well ax a women's college situated nearby the subject lnd.

15. Iiis also a well setiled principle that mo persons is kaving nght
to claim assignment of lands on the basis of contmuous possession, unless
they fall within the elszibality criteria fived m the Eevenue Standing Order or
any of the welfare scheme of the Government or under any otber Act or rules
framed fior that purpose. Therefore, the Government & having absoluie nght
ta decade and how ip utilse the lands. more particularly, whale dealing with

the Government Poramboke lands reserved for public purpose.

Page Nos. 16321
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WP Ko IR0 of 2024

I6. In this case, there is a specific findimg recorded by the
respandent Mo, that the petitioners herein are wsing the Government
Poramboke bnd for commemial purposes, thereby they are enmiching
themsehves. The petitiomers have also claimed that they are paying house
tax, electricity consumption charges, water tax eic., bo the property situated
m the subject land. They were also issued Bememo from ke year 1967
omwards. As per Section 3 of Tamil Kadu Land Encroachment Act, the levy
of penal charges on the persoms, who is in unauthorsed occupation, is
permissible and it is collecied becase the party & m encroachment of the
Covernment band. Sectson 3 reads as follows:

“Hectivm 3. Ary  persom wio  shall
inguikorizedly occupy in oay onea oifer thaw ke
trangferved territary any tard, which (s the propery of
Crovernment, shall be fizhle io pay by way of arsessmewm.

il A7 dhe fand so ocoupled forms on asessed
survey nember or pert theveal, the il ovsessmewd of such
number for the whole peviod of bs sooupeifon ar g pavi
therenf” proporiforate o the orea oocupied as dhe case
may be, provided that, for special reasons, the Collector
or subject fo kv confrol, the Toksildor or Deputy
Tahsildar may impose the full avessment of suck mimwber

o aay lesser sum irrespecitve af e area oocupied;
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WP No 28T of 202

fii} Iy the land so socwpled be umassessed, an
asversmenl an e ares accupied calculmied for the same
perid at the rote impased an lands af a similar quelisy in
the meighbaurhood, or of the highest dry wer rote of the
village, as the case may e, or when mo suck refes exisd in
such mamaer o5 may be presceibed fmonles ar onders
inder Section &

Provided thot payment af avessment under this
Section shell nof confer y right af socuparcy:

17, The prwiso i Section 3 of the Encroachment A, further
clarifies that, collectson of penal charges shall not confer any right in favour
of the person, who & in unauthorized occupation. Therefone, mere payment
of pemal charges by the plainisffs for the subject property does not confer any

right aver the same.

I8.  The respondent Mo.3 had considered the case m entirety on
varicus clamms made by the writ petitioners and found that the petitioners are
not eligihle for assignment of land and has ordered proceedings under
Incroachment Act. He has also recorded that, the petiboners are doing

commercial activities m the bnd, which & eardier wsed for conducting
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religsous activities of the nearby temple. The petitiomers being encroachers
they camnot seck equality with those persons, who were granted paita mch
earlier o them. The entire proceedings against the petftioners are based on
the repart submitied by the Tahsildar, hence we are of the view that the
petitzoners have mol made ot their case and there is no need for inderference

of this Court m the impugned proceedinges

19 Accordingly, this writ petstion fasls and the sme is dismissed
£ I
Consequenily, connected civil miscellaneous petstions stand closed.  There

shall be no order ax to oost

IMLEL) (KRS
IR 12 _ikEd

10. What is of greater significance is, learned State counsel
submits that aforereferred 18.12.2024 order of the Division Bench of
this Court was carried to Hon'ble Supreme Court by the writ
petitioners thereat, viz., Rukmani and 2 others in and by way of S.L.P.
(C) No0.8346 of 2025 and the same came to be withdrawn on
22.05.2025. Saying so, learned State counsel has produced a copy of
the order of Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 22.05.2025 and a scanned

reproduction of the same is as follows:
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W.P.No.20719 of 2024

ITEM NO.26 COURT NO.16 SECTION XIT

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s) .8346/2025

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 18.12.2024

passed by the High Court of Judicature at Madras in W.P. No.22811

of 2024]

RUKMANI & ORS. petitioner(s)
VERSUS

DISTRICT COLLECTOR & ORS. Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and T:R:)

(IA No. 47377/2025 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED

JUDGMENT
IA No. 47380/2025 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING 0.T:)

Date 22-.05-2025 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRASHANT KUMAR MISHRA
For Petitioner(s) Mr. Anandh Kannan N., AOR

For Respondent(s) Mr. Arijit Prasad, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Ankita Singh, Adv.
Mr. Deepak Kumar, Adv.
Mr. Ruju Tamuly P., Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Awana, Adv.
Mr. Indrajit Prasad, Adv.
Mr. Sabarish Subramanian, AOR
Mr. Vishnu Unnikrishnan, Adv.
Mr. Danish Saifi, Adv.

hearing the counsel the court made the following

UPON
Signature Not Verified 0 R D E R
Digs mmgéﬂe oy
§AV,‘C£\ BISH o
At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioners submits

that they do not want to pursue the matter any further.
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Hon'ble Supreme Court has recorded the apology tendered by the

11.
light that the aforereferred special leave petition is dismissed and

W.P.No.20719 of 2024

2. Accordingly, the Special Leave Petition stands dismissed.
3. Having said that, in view of what has been recorded in the
this Court that there was

dated 16.04.2025 passed by

order
as

violation of the order passed by the Collector inasmuch

construction was made despite there being an order not to do so,

learned counsel for the State tenders unconditional apology on

the Collector and assures that such

behalf of the State and
Having regard to

transgressions would not be repeated in future.
the aforesaid, we also close this aspect of the matter.

4. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

(SAPNA BISHT) (ANJALT P
ANWAR)
COURT MASTER (SH) COURT MASTER (NSH)

District Collector.

is the stated position of learned counsel for writ petitioner that
impugned notice, in captioned WP, has

12.

i.e., notice impugned
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A careful perusal of the aforementioned order brings to

As there is no disputation or contestation before us and it



W.P.N0.20719 of 2024
culminated in said order which was unsuccessfully challenged by three
individuals before Hon'ble Supreme Court and the proceedings in
Hon'ble Supreme Court have been withdrawn, we refrain from making
any legal drill on merits in the captioned WP as a matter of judicial
discipline in the hierarchy of Courts. For the purpose of completion of
facts, we deem it appropriate to record that the counsel on record in
earlier writ petition being W.P.N0.22811 of 2024 and W.M.P.N0s.24846,
24847 and 24849 of 2024 thereat and counsel on record in the

captioned main WP is the same.

13. As already alluded to supra, since challenge to said order
has been dismissed by a judicial order dated 18.12.2024 and even
challenge to the same before Hon'ble Supreme Court has been
withdrawn, we deem it appropriate to write that captioned WP will now
stand dismissed. Consequently, captioned writ miscellaneous petition

thereat is disposed of as closed. There shall be no order as to costs.

(M.S., 1.) (H.C., 1.)
12.06.2025
cad

Page Nos.27/28

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



To

W.P.No.20719 of 2024

M.SUNDAR, J.

and

HEMANT CHANDANGOUDAR, J.

The Revenue Divisional Officer
8PQF+]C6, CSI Institutions Campus
Brough Road, Erode

Tamil Nadu 638 001

The District Collector
State Highway 96, Opp. District Court
Tamil Nadu 638 011

The Tahsildar

New No.12, Old No.360

Erode Main Road, Panneer Silvam Park
Erode, Tamil Nadu 638 001

The Village Administrative Officer
Erode
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