
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS        

DATED  :  26.11.2025

CORAM

 THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V. LAKSHMINARAYANAN

W.P.No.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 1st Respondent:  Dr.T.Seenivasan
           Special Government Pleader

For 2nd 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.O.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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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.

26.11.2025
vsg

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

vsg

To

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

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

W.P.No.44743 of 2025
And

W.M.P.No. 49932 of 2025

26.11.2025
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