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ITEM NO.17 + 31                  COURT NO.3                SECTION XII

              S U P R E M E      C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                              RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s)   for   Special    Leave   to   Appeal   (Civil)   No(s).11570-
11576/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 21/02/2011 in        WA No.
527/2010 & WA No. 528/2010 & WA No. 576/2010 & WA No. 577/2010 &
WP No. 3040/2010 & WP No. 3517/2010 & WP No. 4287/2010 of The
HIGH COURT OF MADRAS)

ARULMIGU MARIAMMAN THIRUKKOIL                             Petitioner(s)

                    VERSUS

S SETHULINGAM POOSARI & ORS.                              Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T. and prayer for
interim relief and office report)

WITH
SLP(C) NO. 13509-13515 of 2011
(With appln.(s) for exemption from filing O.T., exemption from
filing impugned judgment and prayer for interim relief and office
report)
SLP(C)NO.13813-13816/2011
(with office report)

Date: 11/05/2011      These Petitions were called on for hearing
today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Petitioner(s)       Mr.   L.N. Rao,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr.   Basava Prabhu S. Patil,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr.   G. Balaji,Adv.
                        Mr.   Mahalakshmi Pavani,Adv.
                        For   M/S.Mahalakshmi Balaji & Co.,Adv.

                        Mr. Guru Krishna Kumar,Adv.
                        Mr. S.R. Setia,Ad.
                        Ms. Mamta Chandel,Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. Shanmuga Sundaram,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. D.R. Siva Kumar,Adv.
                        Mr. Prasanth P.,Adv.

            UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                O R D E R
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       No ground.   The Special Leave Petitions
are dismissed.

       As the order of the Joint Commissioner
dated 8.1.2010 has been set aside by the High
Court only on the ground that it is opposed to
principles of natural justice and on the ground
that the Joint commissioner had no jurisdiction
to reduce the number of trustees, it is always



open to the Joint Commissioner to pass a fresh
order in accordance with law.

       Nothing stated in the impugned order of
the High Court shall be construed as expression
of any opinion in regard to the matter that is
pending before the civil court.

 (O.P. Sharma)                     ( M.S.Negi )
  Court Master                      Court Master


