BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
Dated : 09.06.2026
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE N.SATHISH KUMAR
and

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE M.JOTHIRAMAN

W.P(MD)No0.3892 of 2026

Kasirajan ... Petitioner
Vs.

1. The Principal Secretary to Government of Tamil Nadu,
Revenue and Disaster Management Department,
Secretariat, Chennai.

2. The Principal Secretary to Government of Tamil Nadu,
Commercial Taxes and Registration Department,
Secretariat, Chennai.

3. The District Collector,
Office of the District Collector,
Pudukkottai District.

4. The District Revenue Officer,
Pudukkottai District.

5. The Special District Revenue Officer,
National Highways Department,
Pudukkottai.

6. The Revenue Divisional Officer,
[llupur Post and Taluk,
Pudukkottai District.

7. The Tahsildar,

Kulathur Post and Taluk,
Pudukkottai District.
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8. The Sub-Registrar,
Kulathur,
Pudukkottai District.

9. Paulraj

10. Henry

11. Ganapathi

12. Arockiya Das

13. Joseph Francis

14. M. Kannan ... Respondents

PRAYER :- Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, to call for
the records passed by the 6™ respondent dated 26.12.2025 in Ni.Mu.No.
4096397/2025/A1 and quash the same as illegal and arbitrary and restore the
entire extent of 1.16.5 ares in S.No0.190/1, 9, 10, 11 of Mathur Village, Kulathur

Taluk and Pudukkottai District as Government Poramboke.

For Petitioner : Mr.P.Ganapathi Subramanian
For R1 to R8 : Mr.S.Venkatesh
Counsel for State
For R12 : Mr.J.Anandhakumar
For R13 & R14 : Mr.V.R.Shanmuganathan
ORDER

(Order of the Court was made by N.SATHISH KUMAR, J.)
Challenging the order passed by the 6™ respondent dated 26.12.2025, the

petitioner has filed this Public Interest Litigation.
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2. The petitioner originally gave a representation seeking to cancel the
assignment originally granted to various persons and to restore the Government
land as vaari. Pursuant to the direction of this Court in W.P(MD)No0.29711 of
2024, the representation of the petitioner was considered and an order came to
be passed rejecting his representation. Challenging the same, this writ petition

1s filed.

3. The main allegation raised by the petitioner before the authorities was
that Survey No.190/1, 9, 10, 11 to an extent of 1.16.5 ares in Mathur Village,
Kulathur Taluk and Pudukkottai District was classified as vaari and the said
land has been assigned to various persons by sub-dividing the land. According
to him, the assignment has been obtained by fabrication of records and the
assignees are not residing in the particular village and the entire revenue records

have been changed. Therefore, he sought to restore the original classification.

4. Considering the petitioner's submissions and on field inspection and
also the revenue records, the authorities rejected his claim holding that
originally the land was Government poramboke land which was assigned to the
respondents 9 to 12 and it has been further held that it was never classified as
vaari at any point of time and it is only classified as Government poramboke

land and medu pallam and pursuant to the order dated 20.12.2002, an extent of
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1.16.5 hectares of land which was originally classified as Government land, was
assigned to respondents 9 to 12 on various conditions. One of the prime
conditions is that the assigned land should not be sold within a period of ten
years and in the event of any sale, the same can be permitted with the
permission of the Revenue Divisional Officer. As per the conditions, it appears
that the assignees have approached the authorities namely, the Revenue
Divisional Officer for sale of properties after ten years and obtained necessary
permission and sold the properties to third parties. Now further transactions are
also taken place. Thus, we do not find any merit or substance in the contention
of the petitioner that the subject land was originally classified as vaari namely,

water course.

5. Perusal of the impugned order indicates that the land was originally
classified as Government poramboke land medu pallam only. Those lands were
sub-divided and assigned to the respondents 9 to 12 as indicated above. Only
after obtaining permission from the Revenue Divisional Officer, the properties
have been dealt with and third party rights have been created. It is relevant to
note that assignment of the year 2002 has not been challenged at any point of
time. Similarly, the permission granted by the Revenue Divisional Officer to
sell the assigned properties also has not been challenged. Therefore, merely

giving representation in the year 2025 and get it rejected through the order
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impugned and challenging the same before this Court by filing this writ
petition, in our view, is only to create a cause of action. Hence, we do not find

any merits in this writ petition.

6. Accordingly, this Writ Petition is dismissed. No costs.

[NSK.,J] & [MJR.,J]

09.06.2026
Index : Yes / No
Neutral Citation : Yes/No
bala
To

1. The Principal Secretary to Government of Tamil Nadu,
Revenue and Disaster Management Department,
Secretariat, Chennai.

2. The Principal Secretary to Government of Tamil Nadu,
Commercial Taxes and Registration Department,
Secretariat, Chennai.

3. The District Collector,
Office of the District Collector,
Pudukkottai District.

4. The District Revenue Officer,
Pudukkottai District.

5. The Special District Revenue Officer,

National Highways Department,
Pudukkottai.
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6. The Revenue Divisional Officer,
[lupur Post and Taluk,
Pudukkottai District.

7. The Tahsildar,
Kulathur Post and Taluk,
Pudukkottai District.

8. The Sub-Registrar,

Kulathur,
Pudukkottai District.
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N.SATHISH KUMAR, J.
AND
M.JOTHIRAMAN, J.

bala

ORDER MADE IN
W.P(MD)No.3892 of 2026
DATED : 09.06.2026




