BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 01.11.2016
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.NAGAMUTHU
AND
THE HONOURABLE MRS.JUSTICE J.NISHA BANU

W.P.[MD] .No.1095 of 2016

n

.R.Ayyadurai : Petitioner
Vs.

1.The District Collector,
Tirunelveli District,
Tirunelveli.
2.The Review Committee,
Headed by the District Revenue Officer,
Tirunelveli District,
Tirunelveli.
3.The Revisional Committee,
Headed by the Revenue Divisional Officer,
Tenkasi Division,
Tenkasi,
Tirunelveli District.
4 .The Tahsildhar,
Kadayanallur Taluk,
Kadayanallur,
Tirunelveli District.
5.The Commissioner/Block Development Officer,
Kadayanallur Panchayat Union,
Kadayanallur,
Tirunelveli District.
6.5.P.Anaikutti Pandian : Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition 1is filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the
Respondents 1 to 5 regarding the removal of encroachment made by
the 6" Respondent in the Public Cement Road used for Adi Dravidar
People at Kasitharmam, Kadayanallur Taluk, Tirunelveli District
within a time frame as considered to be reasonable by this Hon'ble
Court in the 1light of the Petitioner's representation dated

03.09.2015.
For Petitioner : Mr.G.Karnan
https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/
For Respondents : Mr.Aayiram K.Selvakumar,

1 to 4 Government Advocate



For 5 Respondent : Mr.K.Mahesh Raja
For 6" Respondent : Mr.R.Murali
ORDEHR

[Order of the Court was made by S.NAGAMUTHU, J.]
The petitioner has come up with this Public Interest
Litigation with the following prayer:

“For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it
is prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to issue
any writ or order or direction more particularly in the
nature of Writ of Mandamus, directing the Respondents 1
to 5 regarding the removal of encroachment made by the 6™
Respondent in the Public Cement Road wused for Adi
Dravidar People at Kasitharmam, Kadayanallur Taluk,
Tirunelvell District within a time frame as considered to
be reasonable by this Hon'ble Court in the light of the
Petitioner's representation dated 03.09.2015.”

2. We have heard the learned counsel for the petitioner, the
learned Government Advocate appearing for respondents 1 to 4 and
the learned counsel appearing for respondents 5 and 6. We have
also perused the records carefully.

3. In the petition, petitioner has not mentioned the details
of the land which according to him has been encroached upon by the
6" respondent. No survey number or other details are given to
identify the portion in which the 6" respondent has encroached. In
the absence of any details of encroachment, the relief sought for
by the petitioner cannot be granted. This writ petition deserves
to be dismissed for giving vague details.

4. Accordingly, the Writ Petition 1is dismissed. However, the
petitioner 1s at liberty to file appropriate writ petition with
all the details. No costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (Record)
/True copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar
To

1.The District Collector,

https:ticservicas GOIHE oV ieaenitby S ET 1 C T

Tirunelveli.



2.The Review Committee,
Headed by the District Revenue Officer,
Tirunelveli District,
Tirunelveli.

3.The Revisional Committee,
Headed by the Revenue Divisional Officer,
Tenkasi Division,
Tenkasi,
Tirunelveli District.

4 .The Tahsildhar,
Kadayanallur Taluk,
Kadayanallur,
Tirunelveli District.

5.The Commissioner/Block Development Officer,
Kadayanallur Panchayat Union,
Kadayanallur,
Tirunelveli District.

+lcc to M/s.G.Karnan, Advocate sR.No.64786
+lcc to M/s.M.Suresh Kumar, Advocate SR.No.64864
+lcc to special Government Advocate SR.No.64956
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Order made in
W.P.[MD] .No.1095 of 2016
Dated: 01.11.2016
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