W.P.(MD) No.16081 of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 15.06.2026

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MRS.JUSTICE S.SRIMATHY

W.P.(MD) No.16081 of 2026

[rulappan ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The District Revenue Officer,
District Revenue Office,
Thoothukudi District.

2.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
Revenue Divisional Office,
Kovilpatti,
Thoothukudi District.

3.The Tahsildar,
Tahsildar Office,
Kayathar Taluk Office,
Thoothukudi District.

4 Kirushnasamy alias Kirushana ... Respondents

Prayer : Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
for issuance of a Writ of Mandamus directing the first respondent to
consider and dispose of the petitioner's representations dated 02.10.2025
and 12.05.2026 seeking entry of the name of the petitioner's deceased
father, namely, Sanmugaiya, S/0.Vel Thevar, in the A Register (UDR) in
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respect of Survey No.58/5D1, situated at Vellalankottai Revenue Village,
Kayathar Taluk, Thoothukudi District within a stipulated time that may be
fixed by this Court.

For Petitioner  : Mr.P.Ponraj
For R1 to R3 : Mr.K.Saravanan

Counsel for the Government of Tamilnadu

ORDER

The present Writ Petition has been filed seeking issuance of a Writ
of Mandamus directing the first respondent to consider and dispose of the

petitioner's representations dated 02.10.2025 and 12.05.2026.

2. In the said representations, the petitioner is seeking to enter the
name of the petitioner's deceased father, namely, Sanmugaiya, S/o0.Vel
Thevar, in the UDR and the 'A' Register in respect of Survey No.58/5D1
situated at Vellalankottai Revenue Village, Kayathar Taluk, Thoothukudi

District.

3. The contention of the petitioner is that the property comprised in
Survey No.58/5D measuring an extent of 1 Acre and 28 Cents was

purchased by the petitioner's grandmother, namely, Perumathal and
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thereafter, the said Perumathal along with her husband, namely, Vel
Thevar, was in possession and enjoyment of the same. They were having
two sons, namely, Kirushnasamy alias Kirushana and Shanmugaiya
Thevar. The said Shanmugaiya Thevar is the petitioner's father and the
said Kirushnasamy alias Kirushana, the fourth respondent herein, is the

brother of the petitioner's father.

4. According to the petitioner, after the demise of the petitioner's
grandmother, the name of the brother of the petitioner's father, namely,
Kirushnasamy alias Kirushana, alone was erroneously entered in the
revenue records. It is the further case of the petitioner that though the
petitioner's father was equally entitled to inherit the property of his
parents, the official respondents omitted to include his name in the
revenue records. Hence, the petitioner 1s seeking to enter the name of the

petitioner's father in the UDR, the 'A' Register and the Patta.

5. The learned counsel appearing for the Government of Tamil

Nadu, on written instructions dated 12.06.2026 in Na.Ka.Aa2/1816/2026
issued by the Tahsildar, the third respondent herein, submitted that the

petitioner's grandmother had purchased only 3 cents of land out of the
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total extent of 1 Acre and 58 Cents comprised in Survey No.58/5D. The
relevant paragraph from the said written instructions is extracted

hereunder:

“oeIGTIT  1550/1953-4iD0  SenTUl  SHeI6NTH6TLIG
GeusiTenmenei@aTl _emL &lFmo Lev etemt 58/5D-60 1 6Jébbi
28 OF6iIl HlevHend DIDEDOWILILTETEN6T  F6ml (LS & HSHTLD
LleiTemer sterLINfIL LO(HH & GousvidHCHei Lo6» a1
QUHLOTHSHTET  eliiLiN]  (LDMISTIT HHewd Il LT 1)
QuBp Hemgw  YeIETHH 6N  AleLVMIBFFTIMIE0  LI6V
oleot 58/5D-60 1 gdbd 28 OFeinged GoeoudbsDd OF i
3Ib &Hlewiml LOMEBILD 2MevHHe0 3-60 1 LMIG 6f6nr oL (HGWD
ugHeyCFuwiwtiul (Beitengl.  DiHeit  Llevenr]  Gomulg e
eTemtenlled  eTelaldy  LIFleydeil LS eGFUILILILL e606mev
TETLIG) &l6L6LMIH & & T 6013 601 FFlumysalur L glev
CaflweumEBmEH. DiHett Leiieny Hlev 2 Leno Guobum’ B
H L S udBeuliged Gomulg Lo etewr  58/5D-y el

58/5D1-60 0.49.50 CaBdbBEL BleoLh
Cou. & HagemrgmLol & EH el 6TGOTLIGM T Quuflev
BT HEVTHILIGTTOTS). GLosvid @661 S5 601

@IS @OETIUST ey HoiH ShoS o
urguitesr  QUBLOTSHSHTET  eTedilied] 1953-41D U ewI(hEH G
Hewyuwl  peueHH60 Ljev etewr  58/5D-60 1 gdbsy 28
QFeigsd  Gevuddsd  OFen. 3D SHlewiml  OBEBID
MEVGHHI0  3-60 1 Umlg el LB uHey

QWi (Heitengl.”
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6. On perusal of the copy of the Sale Deed dated 24.09.1953, it is
seen that the petitioner's grandmother purchased an extent of 1 Acre and
28 Cents of land along with well, water, pathway and etc. The relevant

portion from the Sale Deed dated 24.09.1953 is extracted hereunder:

(L3

BI6T  &WTT  FHSHLOTWTS 61198  UThISIWLGS
SiILNHSH IHBM w6l  LehewF Fi6eu 58 mii 5D
Qoo LT ghai 1 OFewiy 2810 @Hm@&en 1.28 @0 GLosd
UsSD 3 OFaIL  HevdHelHbBHB  Hlewim 236D
HLOMVHFHL D, HIeWeL  CHMUISHBL  UTUIHSBTE0 6L
HOL  QUNBULBTHH6NED  HEVSHHIBGH6NTN FHevalld FHev

UTSHHWAPLD ...

7. Therefore, this Court is of the considered opinion that the
Tahsildar, the third respondent herein, is totally incorrect in stating that
the petitioner's grandmother had purchased only three cents of land, as the
document explicitly reveals that the petitioner's grandmother had
purchased an extent of 1 Acre and 28 Cents of land and that out of the
said extent, a well measuring three cents is situated, in respect of which
the petitioner's grandmother is entitled to 1/3 share in the water.

However, the Tahsildar, the third respondent, has erroneously stated that
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the petitioner's grandmother had purchased only three cents of land. It is
unbecoming of the Tahsildar, the third respondent, who is incompetent to
read the document properly. Therefore, the instructions furnished to the

learned counsel appearing for the Government of Tamil Nadu are rejected.

8. Further, the representations submitted by the petitioner seeking to
include of the name of the petitioner's father in the UDR, the 'A' Register
and the Patta are pending before the first respondent/District Revenue
Officer, who 1s the competent authority. Therefore, the first
respondent/District Revenue Officer is directed to include the name of the
petitioner's father, namely, Shanmugaiya Thevar, in the revenue records,
viz., the UDR, the 'A' Register and the Joint Patta. The said exercise shall
be completed within a period of four weeks from the date of receipt of a

copy of this order.

9. With the above observations, this Writ Petition is disposed of.

There shall be no order as to costs.

15.06.2026
JEN
Index: Yes / No
Neutral Citation: Yes / No
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Speaking Order / Non-Speaking Order
To

1.The District Revenue Officer,
District Revenue Office,
Thoothukudi District.

2.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
Revenue Divisional Office,
Kovilpatti,
Thoothukudi District.

3.The Tahsildar,
Tahsildar Office,
Kayathar Taluk Office,
Thoothukudi District.
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S.SRIMATHY, J.

JEN

W.P.(MD) No.16081 of 2026

15.06.2026




