IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 04.09.2017

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.DURAISWAMY
W.P.No.23735 of 2017
S.Nagalakshmi ...Petitioner
vEBi

1 The District Collector
Kanchipuram District

Kanchipuram.

2 The District Revenue Officer
Kancheepuram.

3 The Revenue Divisional Officer

Tambaram, Chennai 600 045

4 The Tahsildar
Solinganallur
Chennai 600 119 .. Respondents

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India praying for the issuance of a writ of
Mandamus, directing the 4th respondent to correct the error
appeared in the computed online Patta No. 1964 for 1.30 Ares
out of 3.50 Ares i.e. 1502 sqg.ft out of 3200 sg.ft. and issue
corrected computer online patta which was originally issued
for 3.50 Ares for 3200 sqg.ft. based on the documents title
deeds and lineage 1in respect of the petitioners property
situated at Madipakkam, Ram Nagar 2nd. Street, Plot No. 1417-
A Sg.ft. 3200, Chennai 600 091 based on the /petitioner's
complaint/ representation dated 07.06.2017, within a time
frame as may be fixed by this Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.M.Kempraj

For Respondents : Mr.S.V.Doraisolaimalai
Addl. Govt. Pleader

ORDEHR

Mr.S.V.Doraisolaimalai, learned Additional Government
mmwmwag&ﬁﬂgﬁﬁmm£@%§§ notice for the respondents. By consent, the



main writ petition itself is taken up for disposal at the
admission stage itself.

2. The petitioner has filed the above writ petition to
issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the 4th respondent to
correct the error appeared in the computed online Patta No.
1964 for 1.30 Ares out of 3.50 Ares i.e. 1502 sqg.ft out of
3200 sg.ft. and issue corrected computer online patta, which
was originally issued for 3.50 Ares for 3200 sg.ft., based on
the documents, title deeds and lineage in respect of her
property situated at Madipakkam, Ram Nagar 2nd Street, Plot
No. 1417-A Sg.ft. 3200, Chennai 600 091, based on her
representation dated 07.06.2017, within a time frame.

3. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner
submitted that in spite of the petitioner's representation
dated 07.06.2017, the 3rd respondent  has not passed any
order so far.

4 Mr.S.V.Doraisolaimalai, learned Additional Government
Pleader, appearing for the respondents submitted that the
3rd respondent may be directed to consider and pass orders
on the petitioner's representation, to correct the entries
made in the computer online, within a period of six weeks.

5. In view of the submissions made by the learned counsel
on either side , without expressing any opinion with regard to
the merits of the case, I direct the 3rd 'respondent to
consider the petitioner's representation dated 07.06.2017
and pass orders, in accordance with law, after giving
notice to all the interested parties, within a period of six
weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.

With this observation, the writ petition is disposed
of. No costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS VIII)
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Sub Assistant Registrar
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To

1 The District Collector
Kanchipuram District
Kanchipuram.

2 The District Revenue Officer

Kancheepuram.
https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



3 The Revenue Divisional Officer
Tambaram, Chennai 600 045

4 The Tahsildar
Solinganallur, Chennai 600 119

+lcc to Mr.M.Kampraj, Advocate, S.R.No.63572
+lcc to the Government Pleader, S.R.No.64063

W.P.No.23735 of 2017
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