W.P.(MD)No.21780 of 2021

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 21.11.2023
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.ANAND VENKATESH

W.P.(MD)No.21780 of 2021

K.Muthumari ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The District Adi-Dravidar Welfare Officer,
Ramanathapuram District,
Ramanathapuram.

2.The Special Tahsildar,
Adi-Dravidar Welfare Office,
Paramakudi,
Ramanathapuram District. ... Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India for issuance of Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents to
survey and demarcate petitioner house site plot comprised in Plot No.40 in
Survey Nos.357/1A, 358/1A, 359/21-55 and 56 admeasuring to an extent
of 0.02 Cents wherein situated at Kattuparamakudi Village, Paramakudi
Taluk, Ramanathapuram District, based on the representation dated
16.11.2021 submitted to the 2nd Respondent within the time frame that

may be fixed by this Court.
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For Petitioner : Mr.A.Vadivel
For R-1 & R-2 : Mr.R.Ragavendran,
Government Advocate
ORDER

This Writ Petition has been filed for the issue of writ of
mandamus directing the respondents to survey and demarcate the plot that

was assigned in favour of the petitioner based on the representation dated

16.11.2021.

2. Heard the learned counsel on either side.

3. The case of the petitioner is that Plot No.40 was assigned in
favour of the petitioner through proceedings of the second respondent
dated 14.06.2016. According to the petitioner, the patta and the layout of
the house site alone was issued and there was no demarcation on the
survey conducted in the house site. The petitioner wanted to construct a
house in Plot No.40. Therefore, he made a representation requesting for
survey and for demarcation of the boundaries. Since the same was not

considered, the present Writ Petition was filed before this Court.
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the respondents produced the written instructions received from the second
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4. The learned Government Advocate appearing on behalf of

respondent. The relevant portions are extracted hereunder:
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g&lD  ComOBTeTe L Tosd HBHTelBIWTE Bmshs (Held
OveF)  oweubBLILIL BVT6NIGI — 6160T BT BHE0TEBI6D

BITSBEVTH] UIBBIBSI.

6160TG61, B el pdBlen
UTH)B 6N LD BT B6Vp &G [/ GUIPBIGBLILIL L SH5MBEBT60T
2, 6U6MTIBIE 61T B)6)16)8VI616VS G miiiled Bsv6vrs
BIJTITHDIGNTEVID, BT BUTIOHGIQ — GEBLI, BTID  [HHBHID
BT D6V BBHTVIBLOTS BRSS! (Held  Over)
WUBBLILIL (HOVT6NH] 67607 BITHBEVTD] QU(IBEUBTEILD,

LODIBTTIHEDSHG  [BleVD6NTene GFUIL Bulisvaisvenev.l ]

5. On going through the written instructions along with the
relevant documents, it is seen that as per the proceedings of the second
respondent dated 30.04.1994, Plot No.40 was assigned in favour of one
Muthubalu son of Kali. The name of the petitioner is K.Muthumari, son of
Kalimuthu. In view of this discrepancy, the second respondent is not in a
position to survey and demarcate the property as requested by the

petitioner.

6. In view of the same, there shall be a direction to the second
respondent to conduct an enquiry and ascertain the actual beneficiary as
per the proceedings of the second respondent dated 30.04.1994. If

ultimately, the second respondent is able to ascertain that the assignment
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was made in favour of the petitioner, the request made by the petitioner for
survey and demarcation of the boundaries can be carried out. In any case,
the decision shall be conveyed to the petitioner by the second respondent

within a period of six (6) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this

order.
7. This Writ Petition is disposed of with the above directions.
No costs.
21.11.2023
NCC:yes/no

Index:yes/no
Internet:yes/no

tsg

To

1.The District Adi-Dravidar Welfare Officer,
Ramanathapuram District,
Ramanathapuram.

2.The Special Tahsildar,
Adi-Dravidar Welfare Office,
Paramakudi,
Ramanathapuram District.
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N.ANAND VENKATESH, J.
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