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IN THE COURT OF DISTRICT MUNSIF, TIRUCHENDUR
PRESENT: SELVI. K. PADMAPRIYA, B.A., B.L., (HONS.),
DISTRICT MUNSIF, TIRUCHENDUR.
THURSDAY THE 30™ DAY OF JULY 2026

O.S. No.112/2017
CNR No. TNTT0E000156201

skoskeoskoskoskok

1. Arulmigu Ayirangkavu Ayyanar Temple Deity
2. Arulmigu Mutharamman Temple Deity

3. Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple Deity
4. Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple Deity

(At Kachanavilai Village, Idaiyanvilai)
through Vedhanayagam @ Gnanasingh,
the Dharmakartha of the above-mentioned temples) ....Plaintiff

/ Vs /
Mohan .... Defendant

(After the demise of the previous Dharmakartha, (Late) Velayutham,
Mr. Vedhanayagam @ Gnanasingh was substituted as the present
Dharmakartha pursuant to the order passed in I.A. No.01/2023, dated
14.07.2025. The plaint has also been amended vide orders passed in I.A.
Nos.720 & 721/2017 dated 29.01.2018 and in I.A. No0.576/2018, dated
30.10.2018, and 1.A. No0.03/2025, dated 04.08.2025.)

This suit came up for final hearing before this court on 17" July 2026.
Learned counsel Ms.Loganya appeared on behalf of the plaintiff, while learned
counsel Mr.K.Murugan appeared on behalf of the defendant. Both sides
heard, and on perusal of the records, this case is stood over for consideration
till this day, this court delivers the following :-

JUDGMENT

This suit has been filed by the plaintiff seeking a permanent injunction

restraining the Defendant, his men, or agents from in any manner interfering

with the peaceful administration of the Plaintiff Temples by its Managing
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Trustee, directing the Defendant to pay the costs of the suit to the Plaintiff and
for other reliefs.

2. AVERMENTS IN THE PLAINT FILED BY THE PLAINTIFF IN
BRIEF:-

2.1. It is stated that the Plaintiff Temples are situated on the land comprised
in OId Survey No. 102/2A6, situated at Kachanavilai Village, Tiruchendur
Taluk. The patta for the said land stands in the name of the 4th Plaintiff,
Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple. The Plaintiff Temples are managed by
the Managing Trustee and office bearers who are elected from time to time by
the members of the five-share Nadar family belonging to Idaiyanvilai Village.
Mr. Velayutham, the current Managing Trustee of the Plaintiff Temples, was
unanimously elected as the Managing Trustee on 23.07.2017 by the family
members of the Plaintiff Temples, and he has been managing the Plaintiff
Temples ever since. The Managing Trustee of the Plaintiff Temples issued a
due notice to the family members for conducting the Thiruvilakku Pooja at the
4th Plaintiff Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple on 01.09.2017. The
Defendant belongs to Nalumavadi Village. The Defendant has no connection
whatsoever with the five-share Nadar family belonging to Idaiyanvilai, who
are the owners of the Plaintiff Temples. The Defendant had been engaged by
the administrators and the Managing Trustee of the Plaintiff Temples to
maintain the Plaintiff Temples. As the Defendant acted against the interests of
the Plaintiff Temples and its devotees, the Managing Trustee of the Plaintiff
Temples terminated him from maintenance duties on 02.08.2017, with the
consent of the family members who are the rightful stakeholders of the
Plaintiff Temples. Prior to such removal from service, the land revenue receipts
and electricity charge receipts pertaining to the Plaintiff Temples were in the
custody of the Defendant. The Defendant has failed to hand over the said
receipts to the Plaintiff Temples till date.

2.2. It is further stated that while the Managing Trustee of the Plaintiff
Temples was actively engaged in making arrangements for conducting the
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Thiruvilakku Pooja of the four Plaintiff Temples on 01.09.2017 as decided by
the Managing Trustee and the family members, the Defendant, having
knowledge of the same, has been aggressively attempting to cause obstruction
to the conduct of the Thiruvilakku Pooja of the four Plaintiff Temples and to
the pujas and maintenance works of the other Plaintiff Temples since
28.08.2017. The acts of the Defendant are unlawful. By virtue of the
Defendant’s actions, a situation has arisen causing disturbance to the day-to-
day pujas and administration of the Plaintiff Temples. Hence, this suit.

3. AVERMENTS IN THE WRITTEN STATEMENT FILED BY THE
DEFENDANT IN BRIEF:-

3.1. It is contended by the defendant that the suit filed by the plaintiff is not
maintainable under law or equity. It is false to state that the plaintiff temples
are situated in  Survey No.102/2A6 of Kachanavilai Village. The
Pookkariamman Temple belonging to Vadalivilai is situated in Survey
No.100/2A6, whereas the Pookkariamman Temple in Idaiyanvilai is situated in
Survey No.38/A. Velayutham has fraudulently represented the patta of the
Vadalivilai Temple as the patta of the plaintiff temples. The patta for Survey
No. 102/2A6 does not belong to the four Plaintiff Temples. The assertion that
Velayutham was elected as the trustee by the family members of the plaintiff
temples on 23.07.2017 1s absurd. Temples do not have family members.
Therefore, Velayutham was not elected as the administrator. Legally, a valid
election requires issuing notice to all 160 tax-paying members and convening a
general meeting, which was not done as alleged in the plaint. The resolution
filed along with the plaint and the claim that Velayutham was elected are false.
There is no proof of service of notice to the tax-paying members, and the
allegation that notice was issued to members is false. Consequently, the alleged
election mentioned in the plaint is void in law.

3.2. It 1s further stated that the defendant is not a resident of Nalumavadi;
he belongs to Idaiyanvilai and currently resides at Nalumavadi. The assertion

that the defendant has no connection with the five-share Nadar family of
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Idaiyanvilai is false. It is equally false that the defendant was appointed to
maintain the temples, that he acted against the interest of the temples, and that
he was removed from service on 02.08.2017. Velayutham is not in management
of the temples, and the defendant is under no obligation to hand over receipt
books to anyone. It is false to state that a decision was made to conduct a
Thiruvilakku Pooja on 01.09.2017. Velayutham never attempted to conduct
the pooja, and the allegation that the defendant caused obstruction is false. No
such incident as alleged in the plaint took place on 28.08.2017, and the claim
that the defendant caused disturbance to the temple is untrue. The temples
cannot file a suit seeking a declaration as to who their trustee is. The prayer in
the plaint does not specify who the trustee is; hence, the allegation that the
defendant obstructed the administration of the trustee is untenable. Seeking a
permanent injunction without a prayer for declaration is legally unsustainable.

3.3. The plaintiff temples belong to the five-share Nadars, and the
defendant is one among them. The native place of the defendant is
Idaiyanvilai, and he currently resides at Nalumavadi. The temples constructed
by the plaintiff belong to all 160 tax-paying members. Since 2002, one P.A.
Paulraj Nadar has been functioning as the president and the defendant as the
administrator of the temple management, and neither has been removed from
office. Paulraj Nadar and the defendant are jointly constructing a marriage
hall for the Pookkariamman Temple at Idaiyanvilai on the land belonging to
the temple situated on the eastern side. Velayutham has filed this suit with
mala fide intent to obstruct the said construction. Stone inscriptions exist to
substantiate the construction and consecration of the Pookkariamman Temple
and the Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, in which the defendant and Paulraj are
recorded as administrators. Paulraj and the defendant continue to manage the
temples as administrators, and Velayutham is not an administrator of the
temples. Furthermore, the suit is bad in law as no leave was obtained under
Order I Rule 8 of the Code of Civil Procedure. Hence, the defendant prays that
the suit of the plaintiff be dismissed with costs.
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4. AVERMENTS IN THE ADDITIONAL WRITTEN STATEMENT FILED
BY THE DEFENDANT IN BRIEF:-

4.1. In the additional written statement filed by the defendant, it is
submitted that the allegation that Gnansingh was elected as the trustee of the
plaintiff temples is false. The post of trustee never existed for the plaintiff
temples. Out of the four temples mentioned in the plaint, the defendant has
been serving as the administrator for two temples, namely Arulmigu
Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple and Arulmigu Pookkariamman Temple. The
plaintift Gnansingh was functioning only as the General Secretary for the
remaining two temples, namely Arulmigu Aayirangkavu Ayyanar Temple and
Arulmigu Mutharamman Temple. Therefore, the assertion that the plaintiff is
a trustee 1s a blatant falsehood. The plaintiff Gnansingh was removed from the
post of General Secretary of the said Arulmigu Aayirangkavu Ayyanar Temple
and Arulmigu Mutharamman Temple pursuant to a resolution passed in the
village meeting held on 25.07.2025. At present, Gnansingh holds no post or
responsibility in any of the plaintiff temples. In the village meeting held on
25.07.2025, one P. Gnanapon was elected to the post of General Secretary of
Arulmigu Aayirangkavu Ayyanar Temple and Arulmigu Mutharamman

Temple.

5. ISSUES:
1. Whether Mr. Vedha Nayagam @ Gnana Singh is the Dharmakartha of the
plaintiff temples?
2. Whether Mr. P. Gnanapon is the General Secretary of the plaintiff temples?
3. Whether the plaintiffs are entitled to the relief of permanent injunction
against the defendant as prayed for?
4. Whether the plaintiffs are entitled to the costs of the suit?
5. To what other relief, if any, are the plaintiffs entitled?
This Court, by exercising the power under Order XIV Rule 5 of the Code of

Civil Procedure, 1908, since Issue No.2 is not claimed by the defendants and
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not a matter in issue,this court strikes out the second issue and recasts the
series of issues as follows;
1. Whether Mr. Vedha Nayagam @ Gnana Singh is the Dharmakartha of the
plaintiff temples?
2. Whether the plaintiffs are entitled to the relief of permanent injunction
against the defendant as prayed for?
3. Whether the plaintiffs are entitled to the costs of the suit?
4. To what other relief, if any, are the plaintiffs entitled?

6. EVIDENCES:

On the side of the plaintiff, the plaintiff, Mr. Vedhanayagam @
Gnanasingh, was examined as P.W.1, and through him, documents were
produced and marked as Exs.Al to A6 during his chief-examination. On the
side of the defendant, the defendant, Mr. Mohan, was examined as D.W.1, and
Exs.Bl to B26 were marked through him during his chief-examination.
Subsequently, upon the recall of D.W.1, Exs.B27 to B29 were marked through
him during his further chief-examination, and Ex.B30 was marked through
him during the continuation of his further chief-examination.

7. Arguments of Both Parties Heard. Case Records Perused.

8. DISCUSSION WITH REGARD TO ISSUES No.1 & 2:
1. Whether Mr. Vedha Nayagam @ Gnana Singh is the Dharmakartha of the
plaintiff temples?
2. Whether the plaintiffs are entitled to the relief of permanent injunction
against the defendant as prayed for?

8.1. It is the case of the plaintiffs that the plaintiff temples situated at

Sy.No.102/2A6 are being managed by the family members of "sbg ubi&
mm_mi" and are administered by the Dharmakartha and office bearers elected

by the members of the "e2bgy umbi@ BM_mi" family. It is further stated that on
23.07.2017 one Mr. Velayutham was selected as Dharmakartha and he has

been in management of the four plaintiff temples. It is stated that the

Page No.6
Digitally signed by
PADMAPRIYA PADMAPRIYA K
K Date: 2026.07.30
17:02:34 +0530



TNTTOE0001562017
[OR0]
%%D.M Court, Tiruchendur O.S No.112 of 2017 Dated:-30.07.2026

defendant was engaged by the Dharmakartha of the plaintiff temples to
maintain the temples. However, as the defendant acted against the interests of
the plaintiff temples and the devotees, he was removed from maintaining the
temples. The defendant thereafter interfered with the pooja and maintenance
works of the temples, particularly by obstructing the Dharmakartha and
family members of the plaintiff temples from conducting the pooja scheduled
on 01.09.2017. Hence, this suit has been filed seeking the relief of permanent
injunction restraining the defendant from interfering with the administration
by the Dharmakartha of the plaintiff temples. During the pendency of the suit,
the said Dharmakartha Velayutham died, and Vedhanayagam alias
Gnanasingh was impleaded as he is stated to be the Dharmakartha of the
plaintiff temples.

8.2. Conversely, the defendant denied that the plaintiff temples are situated
at Sy.No.102/2A6. 1t is further denied that there exists any post of

Dharmakartha or that the temples are managed by the family members of

"enfb @l UMbI@ mrLmi". It is stated that neither Velayutham nor Gnanasigh was
selected as Dharmakartha. It is further stated that there are 160 tax-paying
members of the plaintiff temples, and if any temple management is to be
undertaken, it must be done by convening a General Body Meeting of all 160

members and passing a resolution. Therefore, the Plaintiffs averments are
false. It is admitted that the plaintiff temples belong to "sbgy ubI&

mpr_miser". One Mr. P.A. Palraj Nadar is the Executive Chairman and the
defendant is the managing person of the plaintiff temples. It is further
contended that without seeking a declaration regarding the status of
Dharmakartha, a mere prayer for injunction is not maintainable. Hence, the
suit is not maintainable.

8.3. To prove the plaintiffs claim, the plaintiffs have filed Exs.Al to A6.
Ex.Al is the account note. On perusing Ex.Al, it is a notebook with

handwritten entries, and there are no substantive entries of financial

Page No.7
4ge N Digitally signed

PADMAPRIYA lIiéy PADMAPRIYA

K Date: 2026.07.30
17:02:39 +0530



TNTTOE0001562017
[OR0]
%%D.M Court, Tiruchendur O.S No.112 of 2017 Dated:-30.07.2026

transactions relating to the plaintiff temples. With respect to Ex.A2, which is
the patta passbook for Sy.No.102/2A6 standing in the name of Arulmigu
Pookkari Amman Temple, since the suit does not involve any dispute
regarding Ex.A2, it is not relevant to the Plaintiffs claim. Ex.A3 contains
handwritten statements showing that a resolution was passed by the Plaintiffs
managing committee, and page number 3 of Ex.A3 records that,
"SGemLweirellemer &mihs aLedladlememniley &GS BLG (& (HDU
ewSdsourmESlu &Beors mmLmi Gy G. Gewevmysid 6redTUGIEDT HLOG)

G BDUSSIDHE Homeu(wempwns undSWCUL L HresT@ Caneilevs (o d@Wh
SID&ITSH ST gol”_L_55lev & weIsns  Siwneflsstiul_(h
Hlwdlsstu@ Slom. Soug @ V.V. G&seugieon" along with which ten
other members signed. Ex.A3 is a mere handwritten note, and the defendant

disputes its credibility. This Court also raises a doubt regarding the
admissibility of Ex.A3. Ex.A4 produced by the plaintiffs is the invitation for

the "Slapellonéd @ L emee" of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Thirukovil, which
also lacks admissibility. Ex.A6, by which Gnanasingh claims that he was

appointed as Dharmakartha, contains the following recital: "@preor@a&it
ereduaemT BeHSHNI_ (K Dibs SL_Glev QST iihg gGlemewor HifeunSlwimeot
V.V.C. ©pneor&lial  etcdtusueor HluwbdsH Shss ol LSl a&
sivsissrens Hwudlss as wesTes Saeor I ibhs SbHs
apsHms BLHSIL Caiiey Gewiul_(Rerermi." The learned counsel for the
defendant strongly objected to the entry in Ex.A6, contending that the word

“Dharmakartha” placed next to the name of Gnanasingh was fraudulently

inserted only for the purpose of this suit. This Court also considers that the
sentence, "glemevor Hlifeun&Slwumeor V.V.C. @il erestucuemr HwdlsSI
SHsHd Fol LSl a8 SHiLsissmeuns Hlwblss s LTSNS DicUeOT
@sMiibg SHs cupdems BLESIL Coie Gewnwiul_(Herermi," appears
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to have been inserted. Moreover, in Ex.A6, the resolution pleaded by the
plaintiffs as appointing Gnanasingh as Dharmakartha bears only six
signatures, and the signatures of Chelladurai and T. Maharajan appears twice
in the said resolution. It does not appear to be a document with credibility, and
thus this Court is not inclined to consider Ex.A6.

8.4. It is further observed by this Court that during the cross-examination,
the said Gnanasingh deposed as follows: "@bHs eaupsHmE Geucvmysbd
eTeoTUAMI HITGOT (P&H6SleL HNdBBL EFWSMT eTedrmmey &Fiflgnesr. Gaevmysid
Gwhuig THIT6OT (& Ganeilevss (61h & (81D SID&IT & SITeuT
@Caiih01&(HHHUUL_L HTE Brhi& 6 6THhS D4, 6U 60T (LPLD S8 6V
@&wellevemev eredTmmev &iflgmesr." Thus, without adducing any proof for
the fact pleaded by the plaintiffs that Velayutham was appointed as

Dharmakartha, the claim cannot be entertained by this Court.

8.5. Moreover, this Court also observes that in Ex.A5, the name of

Gnanasingh is mentioned only as giemewor Hlifeundl and not as Dharmakartha.
This Court has already decided that the resolution passed in Ex.A6 appointing
Gnanasingh as Dharmakartha is not reliable, and this finding is corroborated
by Ex.AS5. This Court believes that the said Gnanasingh is not the
Dharmakartha of the plaintiff temples. When the appointment of Gnanasingh

as Dharmakartha was disputed by the learned counsel for the defendant, and
during cross-examination, the said Gnanasingh deposed: "Guwulq HIGST(S)
CanalevasEhd@GD 61H5meor auflsmIiser 2 eTenmiser e6r6drmmeyL 175
IflGNTi&H6T 2 _6TemmiGer." "6Um.an.h.3 &6V 2 hiHemeT &GS HTeNNs
CaihOsHeHsULT_L 516 dodiydrer Siwneaisbdlev OLISGSD 13 HUTES6T
_Hb sT6dT em&OWRSSI_L MmiseT eTedTmncy Fil&HnesT. eTeoig) &(Hbusg)
2 _mulleniseflb " G maswWwwWsHs Gumellsvemcv." Generally, when a

resolution is passed, it must be acknowledged by the maximum number of
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members. However, in Ex.A6, only very few members signed, and the double

entries of Chelladurai and Maharajan render the resolution questionable. It is
further deposed by P.W.1 that, "Blieun&leser eredeunm @&iibo\s(H &0
u(eumi&eT 6T6dTmMeL UNbusHTWNG B 01%(H H&HUIU[H UMT&H6T.  6TCOTS)
&516H5T GeughmusD WHMID 6T601EH HHomd WSHCWMT 40 GUIHL RIS 61HS S
Gwev sivaIHHTUTE UHN aSlGGHETETMIGET." "2 hiG6eT SIIuUT
@&cvevsglemr ercdiprcy &flenesr. mreoT@ Ganellevs @G 2 hige6rT
B5Hom&E G (WY @&Fevemeviin eredtuai Sedr Hlifeunsd Q&g 6ubhs T

ereormev &flemedr.” From these inconsistent admissions of P.W.1, it is clear
that firstly he deposed that family members are appointed hereditarily to
administer the temples, but subsequently he also admitted that one Chellaiah

had administered the temples.

8.6. It is further admitted by P.W.1 that, “eum.&n.<,.6 siL&IHSTOINS
g5 ShHH oanmssd WL (Kb SeoLFOsFHeHuns 6T (PSUUL (B 6iTong
eredipncy &Fflwevev. BHeH WeauewidSlev 2 misemer gemewor HifeunSwns
V.V. @pneor&lian eredrmy (&HMOIIGIL_LuL’_(HeTengl eredrmmev Filgmesr. Guhulg
22.08.2022 &ov BooLOQuUDHD Fal L Glev er(hssUUL_L  Sinerddlev
@wrss58w 7 puTsH6T ST em&EOIWRSSIL_(HeTenTmiseT 6TedTmmey &Fifl&mesT.
ilev P. wammeedr 6T6orm Sreor(h (Peom m&OW WSS UuL_(HeTeng)
ereormmev &flgmedsr.” Moreover, this Court also notes that in Ex.A5 the name

of Gnanasingh is mentioned as glemeoor Hlifeundl and not as Dharmakartha,
which is admitted by P.W.1 in his cross-examination.

8.7. Furthermore, on the side of the defendant, Exs.Bl1 to B29 were
adduced. Though these documents are only invitations pertaining to festivals
conducted in the plaintiff temples, in all the exhibits the defendant Mohan’s

name is mentioned respectfully as Akthar and managing person, and P.A.
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Palraj Nadar’s name is mentioned as Executive Chairman. In Exs.B1 to B29, it

is also recorded that the festivals were conducted by efipnd &I 1q. In view
of Ex.B13, which contains photographs of inscriptions in the plaintiff temples,

the said inscriptions mention the defendant’s name as Akthar and P.A. Palra;j

Nadar’s name as &lgpUuemils &Hw &Homoveui. Even though Ex.B13
photographs are not highly admissible, there is no rebuttal evidence adduced
by the plaintiffs to prove that Exs.Bl to B30 produced by the defendant are
forged documents. Hence, this Court, by considering the fact that the
preponderance of probability in the present suit, purely favours the defendant.

8.8. This Court is also of the considered view that the relief claimed by the
plaintiffs, namely, “eundl GasneNlevaseflesr HliauTssH6mE& ANHHT ST

sepsoner  (peopuilev BLGS eumausHE& VITSlemSlCun, Siers
aeoasWI_&8erm 6163698 oL GhENID OFLWSse L TG Hiobsr

2 MIGHESHE_Lemem 2 _&5T60| Ynullé@b ugé@b,” cannot be granted. In
the present suit, the plaintiffs have failed to establish the existence of a post
called Dharmakartha for the plaintiff temples, and the said Gnanasingh has
also failed to produce substantial evidence to prove that he is the
Dharmakartha. Hence, the relief claimed by the plaintiffs is not established.

Further, the plaintiffs stated that the defendant was involved in interfering

activities to prevent the "&lpeend @ L emer" scheduled to be held on
01.09.2017 and in obstructing the maintenance works of the plaintiff temples.
However, no proof has been adduced by the plaintiffs to establish the alleged
interference caused by the defendant. Therefore, this Court holds that the
plaintiffs have failed to prove the cause of action to file this suit.

8.9. On the basis of the above findings, this Court is not inclined to grant
the relief of permanent injunction to the plaintiffs, since they have not even
proved a prima facie case in their favour. Accordingly, Issues No.1 and 2 are

answered against the plaintiffs.

Page No.11 .. .
Digitally signed by

PADMAPRIYA PADMAPRIYA K

K Date: 2026.07.30
17:03:01 +0530



TNTTOE0001562017
[OR0]
5%3D.M Court, Tiruchendur O.S No.112 of 2017 Dated:-30.07.2026

9. DISCUSSION AND FINDING WITH REGARD TO ISSUES No 3 & 4:
3. Whether the plaintiff is entitled to the costs of this suit?
4. To what other reliefs if any?

Since the plaintiffs failed to establish their prima facie case , this Court is
not inclined to grant any costs to the plaintiffs. With regard to further reliefs,
no such reliefs have been specifically pleaded and no evidence has been
adduced. Hence, this Court is not inclined to grant any further reliefs.
Accordingly, Issues No.3 and 4 are also answered against the plaintiffs.

10. In the result, this suit is dismissed. No costs.

Directly dictated to the Steno-Typist, Transcribed and Computerised by

him, corrected and pronounced by me in the open Court on this the 30" day of

July, 2026. PADMAPRIYA PADMAPRIAK "
K Date: 2026.07.30
17:03:08 +0530
District Munsif,
Tiruchendur.
() PLAINTIFE’S SIDE WITNESS :

P.W.1 Mr. Vedhanayagam @ Gnanasingh (Plaintiff)

(D) PLAINTIFF’S SIDE DOCUMENTS :

Ex.A1 Notebook containing the income and expenditure accounts
pertaining to the Plaintiff temples, along with the connected
property tax receipts and electricity bill receipts - Original

Ex.A2 Patta Passbook standing in the name of the 4th Plaintiff temple -
Original

Ex.A3 Notebook containing resolutions pertaining to the Plaintiff temples

Ex.A4 Invitation for the Thiruvilakku Pooja dated 01.09.2017 - Original

Ex.A5 Festival invitation pertaining to the Plaintiff temple - Original

Ex.A6 Resolution book pertaining to the Plaintiff temples - Original
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(1II) DEFENDANT"S SIDE WITNESS:-

D.W.1.

Mr. Mohan (Defendant

(IV) DEFENDANT’S SIDE DOCUMENTS:-

Ex.B1

Ex.B2

Ex.B3

Ex.B4

Ex.B5

Ex.B6

Ex.B7

Ex.BS8

Invitation dated 16.04.2000 relating to the Paalaaya Maha
Kumbabishekam of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 08.03.2002 relating to the Mandala Pooja
Completion Ceremony of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 20.01.2002 relating to the Jeernodharana
Ashtabandhana Maha Kumbabishekam of Arulmigu Pookkari
Amman Temple, Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant -
Original

Invitation dated 26.07.2002 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 25.07.2003 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 07.02.2003 relating to the Varushabishekam
Festival of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple, Idaiyanvilai,
conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 23.07.2004 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 16.01.2005 relating to the 3rd Annual
Varushabishekam Festival of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple,

Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original
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Ex.B9

Ex.B10

Ex.Bl11

Ex.B12

Ex.B13

Ex.B14

Ex.B15

Ex.B16

Ex.B17

Ex.B18

Invitation dated 29.07.2005 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 03.02.2006 relating to the 4th Annual
Varushabishekam Festival of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 15.06.2007 relating to the Maha Kumbabishekam
of Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 27.07.2007 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 03.05.2008 relating to the 6th Annual
Varushabishekam Festival of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 24.04.2009 relating to the 7th Annual
Varushabishekam Festival of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Statement of Kumbabishekam accounts and receipts of Arulmigu
Pookkari Amman Temple, Idaiyanvilai, dated 11.05.2010,
maintained by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 06.03.2011 relating to the Mandala Pooja of
Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple, Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the
Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 21.12.2011 relating to the Sani Peyarchi Festival of
Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple, Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the
Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 26.01.2013 relating to the Varushabishekam
Festival of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple, Idaiyanvilai,

conducted by the Defendant - Original
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Ex.B19

Ex.B20

Ex.B21

Ex.B22

Ex.B23

Ex.B24

Ex.B25

Ex.B26

Ex.B27

Ex.B28

Ex.B29

Invitation dated 26.07.2013 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 16.01.2014 relating to the Varushabishekam
Festival of Arulmigu Pookkari Amman Temple, Idaiyanvilai,
conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 24.07.2015 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 29.07.2016 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 28.07.2017 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Arulmigu Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple, Vadalivilai Road,
Idaiyanvilai, conducted by the Defendant - Original

Invitation dated 01.04.2026 relating to the Maha Kumbabishekam
of Ariyankavu Ayyanar Temple - Original

Invitation dated 11.04.2025 relating to the Panguni Uthiram
Festival and Varushabishekam Festival of Ariyankavu Ayyanar
Temple - Original

Invitation dated 26.07.2019 relating to the Kodai Festival of
Gnanakkarai Swamy Temple - Original

Invitation dated 17.03.2011 relating to the Jeernodharana
Ashtabandhana Maha = Kumbabishekam of  Arulmigu
Mutharamman Temple - Original

Invitation dated 30.04.2025 relating to the Jeernodharana
Ashtabandhana  Maha  Kumbabishekam  of  Arultharum
Mutharamman Temple - Original

Invitation dated 28.04.2026 relating to the Kodai Festival of

Arultharum Mutharamman Temple - Original
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Ex.B30 Photographs of the stone inscriptions installed in the Plaintiff's
temples, together with a Pen Drive containing the photographs —
Original (12 photos)
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District Munsif,
Tiruchendur.

DISTRICT MUNSIF COURT,
TIRUCHENDUR.
0.S. No.112/2017
DRAFT/FAIR JUDGMENT
DATED - 30.07.2026
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