BEFORE THE COMMISSIONER, H.R. & C.E. ADMN. DEPARTMENT, CHENNAI.34.

Monday the 28th day of October, Two thousand and thirteen.
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Present : Thiru P. Dhanapal, M.A.,B.L.,
Commissioner.
A.P. 24/2013 D2
Between.
V. Rajagopal

.. Appellant

And.
1. The Executive Officer,
Arulmighu Kalahastheeswaraswami Temple,
Dindigul.

o

2. The Joint Commissioner,
Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments
Department,
New Meenakshiamman Temple,
Madurai.

.. Respondent

ly
T

In the matter of Arulmighu Kalahastheeswaraswami Temple, Dindigul

Town, Taluk and District.

Appeal petition filed under Section 34(A)(3) of the Tamil Nadu HR&CE

Act, 1959 (Tamil Nadu Act 22 of 1959) against the notice dated 19.3.2013 of
the Executive Officer of the above temple informing the fair rent fixed.
Order in D.Dis. A.P. 24/2013 D2 dated : 28.10.2013.

The Appeal Petition having come for hearing before me on 24.09.2013 in

On

the presence of Thiru M.V. Krishnan, Counsel for the Appellant and Thiru M.
Nagarajan, Counsel for the 1st Respondent.

Upon hearing their arguments

and perusing the relevant records the following order is made:ORDER.

The above appeal petition filed under Section 34 (A)(3) of the Tamil Nadu

Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act 1959 against the notice dated
19.3.2013 of the Executive Officer of the above temple informing the fair rent.

2
2. The appellant contended that fair rent fixed by the Executive Officer
was highly exaggerated and contrary to the criteria laid down for fixing the fair
rent for shops belonging to the temple in Dindigul Town and without taking
The respondent/
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into account the prevailing rents for such shops in the area.

Executive Officer has failed to follow the explanation to Section 34 (A) of the Act
and follow the order passed in W.P.No. 1725/2010 and Judgment in W.A.
8/2008.

No opportunity was given to the tenants and there was no validly

constituted committee as directed by the Hon’ble High Court.
3.

In the counter affidavit, the Respondent/Executive Officer has

contended that proper notice was issued to the appellant regarding the meeting
of the fair rent fixation committee and objections filed by the appellant was also
considered by the Committee.

Fair Rent has been fixed as per the prevailing

Government orders and communicated to the appellant.
4.

I heard Thiru M.V. Krishnan, Counsel for the appellant, Thiru M.

relevant records.

o

Nagarajan, Counsel for the 1st Respondent/Executive Officer and perused the
Admittedly, the appellant is running a vessels shop in D.No.
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161,162 Main Road, Dindigul belongs to the temple.

The properties are used

commercially by the appellant.

Hence, fair rent has been fixed as per

G.O.Ms.No.456, dated 9.11.2007.

Further the fair rent has been fixed by the

fair rent fixation committee duly constituted under Section 34 (A) of the Act.
Fair rent Committee meeting was held on 28.2.2012 and 11.3.2013.

Proper

Notice was served on the appellant. The appellant also filed his objection. The
objection was duly considered by the fair rent committee and reasons for the

On

rejection of objection of the appellant was also communicated to the appellant
in the impugned notice along with rent calculation statement.
5. In the impugned order, it is stated as follows:
“11.3.2013 njÂ m‹W eilbg‰w ãaha thlif¡FG T£l¤Âš jh§fŸ vG¤J

_y« më¤JŸs M£nrgidfŸ gçÓè¡f¥g£ld.
(1) jh§fŸ më¤JŸs M£nrgizfŸ mid¤J« ãaha thlif FGéduhš
ãahak‰wJ v‹W T¿ kW¡f¥g£lJ.
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(2) jh§fŸ

mDgé¤J

mikªJŸsJ.

tU«

f£ol«,

Â©L¡fš

ef®

bkæ‹nuh£oš

nk‰go Ïl¤Â‰fhd rh®gÂths® mYtyf«, 3 v© Ïiz

rh®gÂths® mYtyf« MF«.

Ïªj Ïl¤Â‰fhf vtU« g¤Âu gÂÎ
vdnt
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brŒant©L« våš Ï›tYtyf¤Âšjh‹ gÂÎ brŒa ÏaY«.

fz¡Ñ£o‰F Ï›tYtyf têfh£o kÂ¥ig¤jh‹ ga‹gL¤j nt©L«.

khwhf Â©L¡fš efçš cŸs 1 v© Ïiz rh®gÂths® mYtyf¤Âš
bgw¥g£l têfh£o kÂ¥ig M£nrgizahf tH§» cŸÇ®fŸ.

jh§fŸ

tH§»a têfh£o kÂ¥ò ntW xU Ïl¤Â‰fhdJ. Ïªj M£nrgiz ãaha
thlif FGéduhš kW¡f¥g£LŸsJ.

(3) k‰bwhU nfhæèš brŒa¥g£l fz¡Ñ£L Kiwia x¥Ã£L M£nrgiz
vG¥g ÏayhJ . murhiz v©. 456, jäœ ts®¢Á mwãiya§fŸ k‰W«
murhizæ‹gona ãaha thlif ã®za« brŒa ÏaY«. Ïj‹gona
j§fS¡F thlif ã®za« brŒa¥g£LŸsJ”.

o

From the above facts it is clearly evident that the fair rent has been fixed
following the guidelines issued in Government Orders and directions issued by
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the Hon’ble High Court.

For the foregoing discussions stated supra, I find no infirmity or illegality

in the notice of the Executive Officer.

Accordingly the notice dated 19.3.2013

of the Executive Officer in informing the fair rent fixed by the fair rent fixation
committee is hereby confirmed and appeal petition is dismissed as devoid of
merits.

On

/ typed to dictation/
Sd. P. Dhanapal,
Commissioner.

/ true copy/by order/
Superintendent.

To
1. The Appellant through Thiru M.V. Krishnan, Advocate, No.51, Law
Chambers, High Court Buildings, Chennai.104.
(pto)
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2. The 1st Respondent/Executive Officer, through Thiru M. Nagarajan,
Advocate, No.24, Society Street, Dindigul 624 001.
Copy to:
3. The Joint Commissioner, HR&CE Admn.Dept., Madurai.
4. The Assistant Commissioner, HR&CE Admn. Department, Dindigul.
5. Extra.

