
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATE: 07.06.2016

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.SATHYANARAYANAN

W.P.No.18985/2016

1.K.Krishnammal
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21.S.Seenu

22.S.Devi

23.E.Anitha

24.M.Udhayakumar

25.R.Sivakami

26.v.Sathiya

27.K.Ramachandiran

28.S.Manivannan

29.T.Sathiya

30.S.Suriya
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35.Suresh

36.Pushpa

37.Muthulakshmi
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39.K.Lakshmigandhi

40.Jeen Priyadharshini              ... Petitioners

Versushttps://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



1.The District Collector

   Vengikal, Thiruvannamalai.

2.The Tahsildar

   Thiruvannamalai Taluk

   Thiruvannamalai. .. Respondents

Prayer:  Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the

Constitution  of  India,  seeking  for  a  writ  of  mandamus,

directing  the  respondents  to  consider  the  petitioners'

representation dated 22.03.2016 and direct the respondents 1

and 2 to issue patta for all of them.

For Petitioners : No appearance

For Respondents : Mr.R.Vijayakumar, AGP

O R D E R

When the matter is taken up for hearing and for final

disposal, there is no representation for the petitioner.  

2 The  petitioners  would  claim  that  they  are

residing in the addresses given, for the past 40 years and are

in occupation of two cents each and also put up huts and they

belong to Scheduled Caste Community and eke their livelihood

by doing coolie work and they belonged to the category of

“below  poverty   line”.   The  grievance  expressed  by  the

petitioners is that though their ancestors and as well as they

continue to be in possession of the lands in question for more

than three generations, they are yet to be issued with pattas.

In this regard, the petitioners have also submitted a joint

representation dated 22.03.2016 to the respondents and since

no orders have been passed, they are constrained to approach

this Court by filing the present writ petition.

3 Heard  Mr.R.Vijayakumar,  learned  Additional

Government  Pleader,  who  accepts  notice   on  behalf  of  the

respondents, would  contend that along with the representation

dated  22.03.2016,  no  documents  are  furnished  by  the

petitioners to show that the forefathers of the petitioners as

well as the petitioners continue to remain in possession for

quite number of years and prays for dismissal of the writ

petition.

4 This  Court  considering  the  limited  scope  of

prayer sought for by the petitioners and without going into

the merits of the same, directs the 2nd respondent to consider

and  dispose  of  the  petitioners'  representation  dated

22.03.2016  on  merits  and  in  accordance  with  law  and  pass

orders within a period of ten weeks from the date of receipt

of a copy of this order and communicate the decision taken, to

the petitioners.https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



5 The  writ  petition  is  disposed  of  with  the

above direction.  No costs.

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar(CS-II)

//True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar

AP

To

1.The District Collector

   Vengikal, Thiruvannamalai.

2.The Tahsildar

   Thiruvannamalai Taluk

   Thiruvannamalai.

1 cc to Government Pleader, sr.30496

W.P.No.18985/2016

pvs co

kra 20.06.2016
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