IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 14.07.2016
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.SATHYANARAYANAN
W.P.N0.24127/2016
M.Mallesh ..Petitioner
Versus

1.The District Collector
Krishnagiri District,
Krishnagiri.

2.The District Revenue Officer
Krishnagiri District, Krishnagiri.

3.The Sub Collector
Hosur, Krishnagiri District.

4 .The Tahsildar
Denkanikottai Taluk
Krishnagiri- District.

5.Arulappa . .Respondents

Prayer: Writ  Petition. . filed under_  Article 226 of the
Constitution of India, seeking for “‘a writ of mandamus
directing the 2% respondent to consider the petitioner's
representation dated 25.06.2016.

For Petitioner : Mr.R.Jayaprakash

For R1 to R4 : Mr.R.Vijayakumar,
Addl .Govt.Pleader

ORDER

By consent, ' the writ petition is' taken wup for final
disposal.

2 The petitioner claims that the properties

admeasuring to an extent of 5 acres and 16 cents *in Survey

NO.326 and also landed property admeasuring to an extent of 2

acres and 43 cents in S.No.327 and admeasuring to an extent of

59 cents in S.No0.328, admeasuring to a total extent of 8 acres

and 18 cents at Settipalli Revenue Village, Kembathahalli
Village, Denkanikottai Taluk, Krishnagiri District, originally
belonged to Krishna Gowda and he had three legal heirs, viz.,
https:/hcserviceMatdukdgRidmeseda@pPaiah and Byrappa and the revenue records in



respect of the said properties stood in the name of his
grandmother by name Mallamma, wife of Mallappa, Perivya
Mallamma and Chinna Mallamma @ Parvathamma [the mother of the
petitioner herein]. The said Parvathamma alone is survived.
The grievance expressed by the petitioner is that in the patta
and other revenue records, the names of the 5% respondent and
two other persons have been wrongly included and in this
regard, the petitioner has submitted a representation on
25.06.2016 to the 2" respondent to rectify the said mistake
and since no response is forthcoming, the petitioner has come
forward to file the present writ petition.

3 Heard the learned. counsel for the petitioner and
Mr.R.Vijayakumar, learned Additional Government Pleader who
accepts notice on behalf of -the respondents 1 to 4.

4 Though the petitioner has " prayed for a larger
relief, this Court, taking into consideration the above facts
and circumstances and without going into_ the merits of the
same, directs the 2" respondent to consider-and dispose of the
petitioner's representation dated 25.06.2016 on merits and in
accordance with law, after putting on notice.the 5% respondent
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 petitioner as well as to the 5*“respondent.

5 The .writ petition dis disposed of with the above
direction. 'No costs.

AP B A
Asst.Registrar (CS-II)
Dated:27/07/2016

*Corrected as per
the order of this Court
dated 08.08.2016

sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS-I1)
Dated:11/08/2016

/true copy/

Sub Asst. Registrar

To
1.The District Collector To be substituted
Krishnagiri District, Krishnagiri. the order already
despatched on
2.The District Revenue Officer 04/08/2016

Krishnagiri District, Krishnagiri.

3.The Sub Collector
https://hcservices.ecour§xdWik/ncsdiicdsphnagiri District.




4.The Tahsildar
Denkanikottai Taluk, Krishnagiri District.

*+lcc to M/S.R.Jayaprakash, Advocate Sr.45140

KR/27/7/16
srg 11/08/2016

W.P.No.24127/2016
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