IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED :26.02.2026

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE VLAKSHMINARAYANAN

W.P.No.7820 of 2026
and W.M.P.No.8430 of 2026

1.S.K.Sureshkumar

2.Bhagavathy

3.Neela

4 .Malathi ... Petitioners
Vs.

1.The Project Officer, SIDCO,

Thiru-Vi-Ka Industrial Estate,

SIDCO Industrial Estate,

Guindy, Chennai-600 032.

2.The Branch Manager,

SIDCO Thiru-Vi-Ka Industrial Estate,
SIDCO Industrial Estate,

Guindy, Chennai-600 032.

3.The Commissioner of Corporation,
Greater Chennai Corporation,

Ripon Building, EVR Periyar High Road,
Park Town, Chennai-600 003.

4.The Executive Engineer,
Zone-13, Greater Chennai Corporation,
Guindy, Chennai. ... Respondents

Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, for
issuance of a Writ of Mandamus, to forbear the 3™ and 4™ respondents from
any manner interfering with the business of the petitioners in Shop Nos.2, 5,
1 & 10 respectively, situated at Industrial Estate, Guindy, Chennai except
strictly in accordance with law.

For Petitioners : Mr.B.Vijay

For Respondents: Ms.Siddhara Sarangan
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for Ms.Shakheena Abdul Gafoor [R1 & R2]
Mr.E.C.Ramesh [R3 & R4]

ORDER
The petitioners claim to be the allottees of commercial shop
establishments leased out by the respondents 1 and 2. The allotment was
made in favour of the predecessors of the writ petitioners. The petitioners
state that they have secured the necessary trade licences from the local body /
3" respondent and have been eking their living. They claim that they are

paying rents regularly.

2. The cause of action for the present writ petition is that on
21.02.2026, the respondents 1 to 4 started demolishing the shops situated
within the SIDCO Industrial Estate. The petitioners herein state that the
action of the respondents might deprive them of their living. They submitted
that the Corporation Officials who are assisting respondents 1 and 2 to evict
the occupants, had held out to the petitioners that they will remove the
superstructure, as well as, the materials placed therein, in case the petitioners

do not vacate and hand over the possession.

3. When the matter was taken up for hearing, I heard Mr.B.Vijay for
the petitioners and Ms.Siddhara Sarangan for the respondents 1 and 2 and

Mr.E.C.Ramesh for the respondents 3 and 4.
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4. A perusal of the orders of allotment issued to the predecessors of the
writ petitioners on 09.12.1993, 02.02.1994, 18.03.1994 and 25.06.1994
points out that what was permitted to be installed were bunk shops. Insofar as
the allotment dated 18.03.1994 and 25.06.1994 are concerned, the allotment
was issued to run a mobile cool drinks bunk. The photographs, which the
petitioners themselves have enclosed in the typed set of papers, at page
Nos.54 to 56 show that instead of running bunk shops, the petitioners have
expanded their occupation by encroaching upon the lands belonging to
SIDCO. In addition, they have put up concrete structures, in the place of,

permitted bunk shops.

5. I pointed out to Mr.B.Vijay that such course of action as resorted to
by the petitioners is contrary to all the four letter of allotments, which
specifically state that no superstructure should be put up and no power

connection should be availed.

6. Ms.Siddhara Sarangan filed a counter affidavit. She pointed out that
the respondents 1 and 2 have handed over the maintenance of road, and street
lights in its Industrial Estate situated in Ambattur and Guindy to the Greater
Chennai Corporation for a period of 30 years from 06.02.2026. Prior to
handing over, the SIDCO Officials had conducted inspection of the area and

found that the petitioners have encroached upon the SIDCO land by putting
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up a construction and, thereby, replacing the bunk shops with concrete
structures. She stated that several Show Cause Notices had been issued to the
writ petitioners and they did not take the notices seriously. Finally, a notice
was issued on 16.12.2025, calling upon the petitioners to rectify the situation,
failing which they were informed that the allotment letters itself would be
cancelled. She stated that demolition work had been carried out with respect
to the encroachments that had been made on the road, but SIDCO had not
demolished the permanent structures with respect to the petitioners’ Petty

Shops bearing Nos.1, 2, 5 and 10.

7. Mr.E.C.Ramesh pleaded that the Corporation Officials are merely
assisting the respondents 1 and 2 to remove the encroachments on the road
and they have not taken any action independent of the directions given by the

respondents 1 and 2.

8. I have carefully considered the submissions of both sides and gone

through the records.

9. The petitioners are allottees of commercial shop establishments with
respect to a certain lands as licensees for running bunk shops. As time went
by, like the famous sheik and camel tale, the petitioners started encroaching

upon the lands belonging to SIDCO. They did not confine themselves to the
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W.P.N0.7820 of 20 }2

area of allotment. In addition, they had also, in utter violation of the allotment
order, put up superstructures. They have also secured electricity connections.
The benevolent allotment made by the respondents 1 and 2 has been taken

undue advantage of by the petitioners.

10. Ms.Siddhara Sarangan, on instructions from the Officials who are
present in Court, states that it is not the intention of SIDCO to throw the
petitioners out of the Estate and deprive them of their living. She states that
the intention of SIDCO is to ensure that the petitioners remain within the four

corners of the area allotted to them and do not encroach upon the public road.

11. Mr.B.Vijay pleaded that all the petitioners are poor and the
mistakes committed by the them may be condoned, as SIDCO itself, is not

taking a tough stand against them.

12. As long as the structure and form of the temporary bunk shops are
maintained intact, SIDCO does not have any issue. As on today, the bunk
shop do not exist. There are concrete structures in its place. Hence, I do not
find any mistake in the action initiated by SIDCO in demolishing the

superstructure raised in contravention to the orders of allotment.

13. Yet, since SIDCO is continuing its benevolent attitude towards the
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W.P.No0.7820 of 20, H

petitioners, I called upon the petitioners to file an undertaking affidavit, that
they will remove the concrete structures and replace them with a bunk shop

in terms of the allotment, and will remain within the area demarcated by

SIDCO.

14. Mr.B.Vijay has filed undertaking aftidavit which is scanned and

extracted hereunder:-

I THE HIGH COURT OF UDICATURE AT MADRAS
ezl rigihie ) Lissizdionio |
VP Mo T2 af Z026
S H.Soreshimmar
A0S ugumas
Hhe HoE Sabi Tew Slull, Guinds:
Spansitz T Pollcsx Staton)
Elisnial-H00 32

2. Bluagavutly
bt B b B TR T TR A TV R 0
Eaep e Hba e
D ppesils To Polics Sa-an]
Chenirai-51=L 2

4 Neely

WAL aymrarm [Lare)

ill, Gurmids,
s Ll i |

0, Kast Tost Fuuds, Gooncy,
COIpTERis 1o Mol e SLakio)
Chemrat- Gl 132 Hettlaners
Rt T
1. The Project (IfHeer 1 THIE
Thira ¥ Ka Indascran] Fatahe,
SIGCE Didosbrial Evule, Saioly,
Chenral Al

4. The Brameh ¥Manapmer
SICCEE Thire Ve Kz Indesinz] kstate,
SIDC0 [ncustrial Evate. Saiody
Chvnrat-alE =2

.k = |
1 g o |
o !
| fermrL
£:]
| B
s [ o d
: i e
LT 'l‘li"" I ,-"'{‘:fr

6/12

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



W.P.No.7820 of 20:

A The Commissioner of Corporation
Greater Chennal corparatian,
Fippon Buildieg, EVR Periyar High Road,
Park Town, Chennmi-fGkE (M0

4. The Executive _E'II"II‘IL'E!‘
fone 1%, Greaver Cheénnal corporatian,
Guindy, Chennai, Respondents

W, the abovenamied Petitionees, do hereby solemnly alfirm and sincerely state as

fol fowss

1. The 1= Perlfioner is S. X Sareshloimar, mimning business at Shap Mo.2, Sabari
Tra Stall, Guindy, (Dppesite to Police Station), Thenmal, admeasuring an
extent of 150-50.0

P

- Thae 2 Pegitioner is Bhagathy, 500 Shannagsm [ Late], mning business
at Ehop Nob, Bhagavathy Tea Stall, Guindy, [Opposite Tn Pilice Station),

Chennai, .:Llnwn:lu:rln.ga.n. wytent of 150 5.1

3, The 37 Petitionor 1& Negla, ronning business at Shop NooL. Sabar] Teg Stall,
Guindy, [Opposite To Palice Statinn], Chennal, admeasaring an extent of 150

sl

4. Tho 4% Petitioner is MalathL runnlng Business at Shop N, Kasi Fast

Freads, Guindy, [Opposize to Pollo: Statlon] Chennal, sdmeaasuring an extent
af B4 it

1L= L‘*‘*‘“‘L
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& M{?‘
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! 5 The Tamll Nadu Small Industrivs Development Corpotaticn Limited
(SIDCL allotted specitic demarcated vacant lands, siteated spposite to |-3
Police Seation, Industrial Estate, Guindy; by victue of individual Allobnénl
Crders issued on warious dates, for defined commercial purposes. Pursuant
to the sald allotment, we have been continuously utilizing the land strictly
tnr the allotted purpose and have been regularly paving the menthly rents
In aceordanees with e teems and conditions of the allatment, without any

defanlt.

. W Dave part up lemporary structures (removahle protrusions) solely with
the bona fide intention of preventing mainwater from spilling into the shop
premises and to shigld customoers from divert sunlight. The said strictures

Afe Lemporary in nature,

7. While that heing so, the first respondent has initisted actinon to refiowve
temporary structure erecled beyond the allotied land. Agzprisved by the
same, wa jointly fled WP No. 7682 of 2026 belore the Hon'hle High Court
of Madras, seeking to furbear the respondents from nterfecing with our

business cxcept in aconrdance with law,

IE" B, we herelw undeptake o remove any porton
ul the structure, iF foend 1o be deviated or unanthoerized, withio a period of

15 days Irem the date of receipt of deviation report from the official
espondunts, purseant to identification and proper demareation by the

official respondents. We further undertaky Lo carry out such removal at ouy

owen Cost, hy engasing Lhe necessary lahour and malerials.

)
" L ]
! F"P.I.'l.n- o EUF
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&, 11 is respecthally prayed thal this Hoasle Courtmay hispiteazed todivect the
wiEcial respennlents pat o preckpitate o initiabe smye coercive selion wntil
the process of idemificition, demancation, and remaval of the Allagen

deviaber construction is duly complelid.

it ix therefore preyed thar chis Hon'lile Court may be plessed to pass

suizaile nodars and thos reider ustics.

Solormnly affiried skl Une Contents ol iz

AL awit was pead autin my srasencs fo BEFOHE ME
{lae sxacutant who :'||:|pear-'_'d |'ll:r|-:'.-.':||§." o

unrlnaﬂ.:':_\'..md the s and made his signaturs

iy presence &t Chienmal oo this thae 28H day ATHOCATE

nf February 2026
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15. Ms.Shakheena Abdul Gafoor representing Ms.Siddhara
Sarangan states that SIDCO has completed the identification and demarcation
of the area in which the petitioners can place their bunk shops and continue to
do their business. She states that the copies of the inspection report and
demarcation report will be served on the petitioners by today. In addition,
Ms.Shakheena will ensure that the copy of the report will be served to

Mr.B.Vijay by the end of day.

16. The petitioners are granted time till 13.03.2026 to dismantle the
superstructure and replace it with the bunk shops and that too, within the area
identified by SIDCO. In case the petitioners do not comply with the aforesaid
directions, on or before 13.03.2026, the respondents are free to proceed

further and remove the encroachments.

17. With the above directions, this writ petition is disposed of. No

costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed.

26.02.2026
Index : Yes/No
Internet : Yes
Neutral Citation : Yes/No
ssn
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To

1.The Project Officer, SIDCO,
Thiru-Vi-Ka Industrial Estate,
SIDCO Industrial Estate,
Guindy, Chennai-600 032.

2.The Branch Manager,
SIDCO Thiru-Vi-Ka Industrial Estate,
SIDCO Industrial Estate,
Guindy, Chennai-600 032.

3.The Commissioner of Corporation,
Greater Chennai Corporation,
Ripon Building, EVR Periyar High Road,
Park Town, Chennai-600 003.

4.The Executive Engineer,
Zone-13, Greater Chennai Corporation,
Guindy, Chennai.
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V.LAKSHMINARAYANAN, J.,

SSn

W.P.N0.7820 of 2026
and
W.M.P.No0.8430 of 2026

26.02.2026



