IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 26.11.2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V. LAKSHMINARAYANAN
W.P.No0.44743 of 2025

And
W.M.P.No. 49932 of 2025

R.Karunakaran ... Petitioner

Vs.

1. The Director of Town Panchayat
Chepauk
Chennai — 600 005.

2. The Executive Officer
Chetpet Special Grade Town Panchayat
Chetpet, Thiruvannamalai,
Thiruvannamalai District. ... Respondents

Prayer: Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, to
issue a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus calling for the records of the second
respondent proceedings dated 24.07.2024 in Na.Ka.En.527/2024/A2 and quash
the same and direct the second respondent to issue necessary further approval
without insisting the payment of Rs.26,22,540/- being the fee for converting the

lands into residential area.
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For Petitioner : Mr. P.Sivamani

For 1* Respondent: Dr.T.Seenivasan
Special Government Pleader

For 2™ Respondent: Mr.C.Sathish
Government Advocate

ORDER

W.M.P.No. 49932 of 2025 has been filed to dispense with the production
of the proceedings dated 24.07.2024. Hence, W.M.P.No. 49932 of 2025 stands

ordered as prayed for.

2. The grievance of the petitioner is that the second respondent had
demanded a sum of Rs.26,22,540/- as fees for granting permission for the lay

out purchased by the petitioner on 05.06.2006.

3. Mr.P.Sivamani, learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that
G.0.Ms.No. 79, Housing and Urban Development dated 04.05.2017 applies
only to old unapproved unregularised lay out and not to new lay outs. Hence,

he pleaded that the demand is illegal.
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4. When the matter came for the forenoon, Dr.T.Seenivasan, learned
Special Government Pleader took notice for the first respondent and
Mr.C.Sathish, learned Government Advocate took notice for the second

respondent.

5. Mr.C.Sathish, learned Government Advocate requested time to get

instructions. The matter was kept over.

6. When the matter was called post lunch, Mr.C.Sathish, learned
Government Advocate has produced the proceedings of the second respondent
to the effect that no demand for to the tune of Rs.26,22,540/- had been made by

the second respondent. The instructions are scanned and extracted hereunder:-
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NGB, Qumymi

S5 Cloy. SrngHn &) (15639, cxoredT, OIT IP&S DIEHIT,
@&wWw6h Digpiasuii(@u), Qs siTemncT 2 wii BHlnesrmib |,
Gesgitu_ B Cuemmm_&, @& 6Tomest — 600 104.

Sl eu6ssT EEOTMD 66V 1T L LD
5.8.616001. 527 / 2024/12 — mer: 25141.2025

Suwim

@ungper: BSIGSTD U@ — Slpeucremmoemey e’ L -
Gesgnu i AmtyBleney Guemmm - S\b.111.65 (1 oo T 65T
orcstuauflet womeoiGfley CsMfuns G\&csrensor 2 wi B
WETDHADEE SToHEH60 @swwou’ g - &S DS
2_flw efeurd @& feNss 60 — Fmiy

Ui sme: 1. &l(IH6uCHT 6RO GV WDmeML I &I 2errremwUy 2 &6

SuEGBI Sauisellcr Disns  eresr108/2024
(Somesonuger \6tor ssoTiIL 6TG00T.
0ZKRRPYX/2024/TVM/TCP) mreir.19.04.2024

2. @scromesr 2 wif  BHweTH Q&G oredor. WP
No.44743/2025 BI6T.10.11.2025.

3. OBNLLEDLIU Db EIGHTHIG 6.

Slmeuesorsommoemey  meut”_L_ib Cesmtul_ (B euLib Gasgtur_ (B
Guenrm™_&1 6T606m6Vd G UL & ctor coTeyTT eupouml Slymo Hlev Dieremey eresor
16/2 HDIb 16/3  6b 1.62.50 G&ELI 4.01 aési uTtLeTeSl6h Bismw 2_eirer
2 565e wenesr GifleSh@ umiemey (1) — 6v &1EIb 2_&Slrelleh 107 1 eneoraemd:@,
EBTHIOEHIT U DS euphif DigemeoT Qam_iibg SuGuemmm_Swrcy QULDIHIG
Couetorig iy SmiF RULSH eupEISL Gasmf) Somewrugend eumuilevrs Gasgitiur_ (B
Cuemmm” & SimicuevssSHHE HLBS 19.04.2024 DieTm  eSledorsooTiILID
uTUGIUD miciTerg

Gipblemevuiiey Gumhansb 2 &GsE 1wemeot Gfleflibe Sms euyses
QRIS TFIOUTE Dicornnd&UIUL_[HeTer FTenevser, B/ eugsrcveumbiser )
uneuibisell  whHmib lesTeNeTd:@GoHEbLGT galqw BlesT Sbukisdr o erofll L
DNQUUEHL. UFSIGET EYSMTITe Dicuiseflesr @&mhg  GlFeuailey DIONDS &I,
Do) GNGH B 2 oTor GBS sooouflidles = fl sré FT6oT M)
QuDDI YomsUuLhiser o ool L <y 6uemmhiss smor Bonowidg Cesstul_(H
Guenmm™ &  Gewed  Diepeueu(HEE; ofleremifEGn Ul ssSlc, Doy
Cohesrearh, Guhsramid wever GifleSe TheEIGe 2 6iar (& emmibhs
lesteords &6 utens SDIBOHOUUL HETETST GTETOD, BT Bilg liLeoL uSl6h
OSMLIi BL_6lq & 685 Guh©&esT () Dirs: Bl conug gicirer &1L eword cns DGR
Qs Sl H19.5D ewovid s flelsastu@b.




i b 2 HBHs u9fley oNSlsefesruig. dToTems
> o) @l Slcrent. LSS LBlEIBBICEHDWIcT BesHILLL@ ol uSleuerilLb
Guhstgob SLSSb@GNL  enflesm i  wHubleeor Gommfl QUMD Duscdr
@ig OUGHLGG @i Hifeonides HiLeond  whoib 2 drerm’ & Dicowniibe
QoabSi GoucdoTiaw  ESHT oL cooThiseT SOGUeBIM™_ & DigIucvsHHIcw
SbE  DEIBIMHEE Susb apovd CofleNbstu@b. ShGUNG  WeBMT
BSOS Brbsc QuiigeTer eupsSHic, Fwitdniu Goror Guobhnrgob
wemoor ORI HI_Leoond (@MOIBs Slasb SUGLEBIM & GFIW6H DigHIcUTTCL
DiefNBHBOUT L EBeemov steor, BHwSTDESIG Qupfleflds@wrm Ussilo) ot

FOOGESOILE DI
Bosgmur_ @ A soov Guenmme_&),

5)(156CET GOTID GHEV DTEUL_LLD

7. As the second respondent himself has stated that there is no such

proceeding as impugned in the Writ Petition, there is no cause of action for the

Writ Petition. Recording the instructions, this Writ Petition stands dismissed.

No costs.

VSg

Neutral Citation : Yes / No
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V. LAKSHMINARAYANAN, J.

vsg

To

l. The Director of Town Panchayat
Chepauk
Chennai — 600 005.

2. The Executive Officer
Chetpet Special Grade Town Panchayat
Chetpet, Thiruvannamalai,
Thiruvannamalai District.

W.P.No0.44743 of 2025
And
W.M.P.No. 49932 of 2025

26.11.2025
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