W.A(MD)Nos.445 & 446 of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 25.03.2026
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.SATHISH KUMAR
THE HONOURABLE MR.?IIIIJdSTICE M.JOTHIRAMAN
W.A(MD)Nos.445 & 446 of 2026

and
C.M.P(MD)N0s.3997 & 3999 of 2026

W.A(MD)No.445 of 2026

Naganatha Durai ... Appellant/Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Joint Commissioner,
Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Department,
Sivagangai.

2.Mrs.Nalayini Devi
The Trustee,
Arulmighu Angala Parameswari Amman Thirukovil,
Urapuli Village,
Paramakudi Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District.

3.The Inspector,
Hindu Religious and Charitable
Endowments Department,
Paramakudi.
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4.The President,
Urappuli Arulmighu Angala Parameshwari Valipattu Nala Sangam,
D.No.3/12A, Agraharam Street,
Urappuli Village,
Paramakudi Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District-623 707.

5.Nagarajan

6.Urappuli Arulmighu Angala Parameswari Valipattu Naga Sangam,

Represented by its Joint Secretary,

Manickam,

Office at No.3/12A, Agraharam Street,

Urappuli Village,

Paramakudi Taluk,

Ramanathapuram District-623 707. ... Respondents 1 to 6/
Respondents 1 to 6

PRAYER : Writ Appeal filed under Clause 15 of the Letters Patent, to set aside
the order made in W.P(MD)No.18558 of 2025, dated 04.03.2026.

For Appellant : Mr.A.V.Arun
for Mr.V.R.Shanmuganathan
For R1 & R3 : Mr.J.Ashok
Additional Government Pleader

For R2 : Mr.H.Lakshmi Shankar

For R4 to R6 : Mr.M.S.Jeya Karthik
W.A(MD)No.446 of 2026
Naganatha Durai ... Appellant/Petitioner

Vs.
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1.The Joint Commissioner,
Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Department,
Sivagangai.

2.Mrs.Nalayini Devi
The Trustee,
Arulmighu Angala Parameswari Amman Thirukovil,
Urapuli Village,
Paramakudi Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District.

3.The Inspector,
Hindu Religious and Charitable
Endowments Department,
Paramakudi.

4 Nagarajan
5.The President,
Urappuli Arulmighu Angala Parameshwari Valipattu Nala Sangam,
D.No.3/12A, Agraharam Street,
Urappuli Village,
Paramakudi Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District-623 707.

6.Urappuli Arulmighu Angala Parameswari Valipattu Naga Sangam,

Represented by its Joint Secretary,

Manickam,

Office at No.3/12A, Agraharam Street,

Urappuli Village,

Paramakudi Taluk,

Ramanathapuram District-623 707. ... Respondents 1 to 6/
Respondents 1 to 6

3/9

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



W.A(MD)Nos.445 & 446 of 2026

PRAYER : Writ Appeal filed under Clause 15 of the Letters Patent, to set aside
the order made in W.P(MD)No.18557 of 2025, dated 04.03.2026.

For Appellant : Mr.A.V.Arun
for Mr.V.R.Shanmuganathan
For R1 & R3 : Mr.J.Ashok
Additional Government Pleader
For R2 : Mr.H.Lakshmi Shankar
For R4 to R6 : Mr.M.S.Jeya Karthik
JUDGMENT

(Order of the Court was made by N.SATHISH KUMAR, J.)

Challenging the order passed by the learned Single Judge dismissing the writ petitions,

the appellant has filed the present writ appeals.

2. The petitioner filed a writ petition in W.P.(MD) No.18557 of 2025
challenging the impugned order in Se.Mu.Na.Ka.No.4245/2025/A1 dated
30.06.2025, by which a Fit Person was appointed to manage the affairs of
Arulmighu Angala Parameshwari Amman Thirukovil, Urapuli Village,
Paramakudi Taluk, Ramanathapuram District. The petitioner also filed another

writ petition in W.P.(MD) No.18558 of 2025 challenging the impugned notice
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dated 30.06.2025, whereby applications were invited for appointment as non-

hereditary trustees in respect of the aforesaid temple.

3. The main contention of the learned counsel for the appellant is that the
appellant has been a hereditary trustee for many years. Further, it is contended
that even for the appointment of trustees under Section 47 of the HR & CE Act,
existing trustees must be given an opportunity. According to the appellant, no
such opportunity was provided. It is also submitted that the trustees, along with
the villagers, have been managing the temple, and therefore, there is no necessity

to appoint new trustees.

4. The learned counsel for the respondents submitted that the writ
petitioner has no locus standi to file the writ petitions. It is further contended that
the relevant period has already expired and that the petitioner has not challenged
any notification or appointment of non-hereditary trustees. It is also submitted
that the petitioner and others have filed a suit in O.A. No.23 of 2003 for framing a
scheme for the said temple and another suit in O.A. No.4 of 2025 seeking a

declaration that he is the hereditary trustee, and both suits are still pending.
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Therefore, the learned Single Judge rightly dismissed the writ petitions and no

interference is warranted.

5. We have heard the submissions on both sides and perused the materials

available on record.

6. The petitioner claims to be a hereditary trustee. Admittedly, civil suits in
this regard are pending. As the petitioner has not been declared or appointed as a
hereditary trustee, his contention that he should have been heard before issuing
any notification for the appointment of non-hereditary trustees under Section 47
cannot be accepted. It is also relevant to note that there are rival groups disputing
the management of the temple. The learned counsel for the respondents submitted
that the tenure of the earlier arrangement has already expired, and attempts were
made to continue the administration, which necessitated the issuance of a

notification for the appointment of non-hereditary trustees.

7. Be that as it may, since the issue relating to the appointment of a

hereditary trustee is already pending before the Joint Commissioner, HR & CE,
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the same shall be disposed of expeditiously, as directed by the learned Single
Judge. The appointment of a Fit Person will not take away the rights of any party.
Once the rights of the parties are determined in the pending proceedings, such
rights will prevail, and the parties may participate in the management of the

temple accordingly.

8. In view of the above, we find no merit in the writ appeals and no

infirmity or illegality in the order of the learned Single Judge.

9. Accordingly, the writ appeals are dismissed. It is made clear that both the
O.As referred to in the order of the learned Single Judge shall be disposed of
within the time frame directed by this Court. No costs. Consequently, connected

miscellaneous petitions are closed.

[N.S.K.,J.] [M.J.R.,J.]
25.03.2026

NCC : Yes / No
Index : Yes / No

Internet : Yes
am

7/9

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



W.A(MD)Nos.445 & 446 of 2026

To

1.The Joint Commissioner,
Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Department,
Sivagangai.

2.The Inspector,
Hindu Religious and Charitable

Endowments Department,
Paramakudi.
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N.SATHISH KUMAR
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ORDER MADE IN
W.A(MD)Nos.445 & 446 of 2026

DATED : 25.03.2026



