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Judgement :

(Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India for
issuance of a writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, calling for the records relating to the
impugned order passed by the second respondent dated 15.04.2016 and quash
the same as illegal and unconstitutional and consequently direct the respondents 1
to 4 to grant permission an also provide adequate Police protection for conduct
and celebrate the Vaigashi festival of Sri Kali Amman, Sri Mari amman and Sri
Bhagavathi Amman temple, Nandavanapatti, Dindigul District form 24.05.2016 to
26.05.2016 as mentioned in his representation dated 26.03.2016.)

1. This writ petition has been filed calling for the records relating to the impugned
order passed by the second respondent, dated 15.04.2016 and quash the same
as illegal and unconstitutional and consequently direct the respondents 1 to 4 to
grant permission and also provide adequate Police protection for conduct and
celebrate the Vaigashi festival of Sri Kali Amman, Sri Mari Amman and Sri
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Bhagavathi Amman temple, Nandavanapatti, Dindigul District from 24.05.2016 to
26.05.2016, as mentioned in his representation dated 26.03.2016.

2. Heard Mr.S.Sukumar, learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and Mr.
Aayiram K. Selvakumar, learned Government Advocate appearing for the
respondents.

3. The petitioner challenges the impugned order dated 15.04.2016, passed by the
second respondent, stating that usually, the petitioner's community alone conduct
the festival in the month of Vaikashi, but the second respondent, without
considering the said fact, passed the present impugned order. After the passing of
impugned order, the petitioner has given a representation dated 13.05.2016 to the
first respondent / the District Collector, Dindigul District, Dindigul, who is the
appellate Authority.

4. However, at the time of argument, the learned counsel for the petitioner
restricted his prayer to the effect that the petitioner would be satisfied, if a direction
Is given to the first respondent / District Collector to conduct enquiry, based on the
petitioner's representation made on 13.05.2016.

5. In view of the limited scope of prayer now sought for by the petitioner in the
present Writ Petition, the first respondent / the District Collector, Dindigul District,
Dindigul, is directed to conduct enquiry on the representation of the petitioner
dated 13.05.2016 and pass suitable orders on the same, on merits and in
accordance with law, within a period of one week from the date of receipt of a copy
of this order.

6. The Writ Petition stands disposed of in the above terms. No costs.
Consequently, the connected Miscellaneous Petitions are closed.

SooperKanoon - India's Premier Online Legal Search - sooperkanoon.com



