BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED 13.06.2017

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.KALYANASUNDARAM

W.P(MD)No.10949 of 2017

D.Gnanaiah @Ezhilan ..Petitioner
Vs

1.The District Collector,
Tirunelveli District, Tirunelveli.

2.The Tahsildar,
Thiruvengadam Taluk,
Tirunelveli District.

3.The Village Administrative Officer,
Karisathan Village,
Thiruvengadam Taluk,
Tirunelveli District. . .Respondents.

Prayer: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution
of 1India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus
directing the first respondent to release the drought relief as
per norms of the Government and dispose of the application made
by the Petitioner based upon the representation of the Petitioner,
dated 24.4.2017.

For Petitioner : Mr.K.Kannan

For Respondents : Mr.A.Muthukaruppan

Addl.Govt.Pleader

ORDER
This Writ Petition has been filed seeking for issuance of a
Writ of Mandamus directing the first respondent to release the
drought relief as per norms of the Government and dispose of the
application made by the Petitioner based upon the representation
of the Petitioner, dated 24.4.2017.

2.Mr.A.Muthukaruppan, learned Additional Government Pleader
takes notice for the respondents.

3.By consent of both parties, the main Writ Petition 1is taken
up for disposal, at the admission stage itself.
https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/
4 .According to the Petitioner, he owns a land in S.No.185 of
Karisathan Village, Thiruvengadam Taluk, Tirunelveli District and



2

patta was also issued in his favour 1in Patta No.134. The
Petitioner would further state that he had cultivated Corn in his
land. Due to monsoon failure, he could not get any yield from
the crops. So he made a representation to the respondents seeking
drought relief.

5.It is further alleged that the third respondent/the Village
Administrative Officer, Karisathan Village, Thiruvengadam Taluk,
Tirunelveli District has made a wrong credit to the other
account, instead of the Petitioner's account, which was also
brought to the notice of the respondents, Since no action was
taken, the Petitioner has come up with the present Writ Petition,
for the relief stated supra.

6.The learned Additional Government Pleader appearing for the
respondents would submit that the second respondent is the
competent authority to consider the grievance of the Petitioner.
But the Petitioner has made representation only to the first
respondent. He would further submit that i1if the Petitioner gives a
fresh representation to the second respondent, he would consider
the same on merits and in accordance with law, within the time
limit prescribed by this Court.

7.Considering the above said submission, the Petitioner 1is
directed to give a fresh representation enclosing a copy of this
order to the second respondent within a period of two weeks from
the date of receipt of a copy of this Order and on receipt of such
representation, the second respondent is directed to consider the
representation of the Petitioner on merits and in accordance with
law and pass orders on the same, after giving notice to the
Petitioner and other interested parties, if any, as expeditiously
as possible, preferably within a period of six weeks therefrom.

8.With the above directions, the Writ Petition stands disposed
of. No costs.
Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CSIII)
/True Copy/

Sub-Assistant Registrar

To
1.The District Collector, Tirunelveli District, Tirunelveli.
2.The Tahsildar, Thiruvengadam Taluk, Tirunelveli District.
3.The Village Administrative Officer, Karisathan Village,
Thiruvengadam Taluk, Tirunelvell District.

+One cc to Mr.K.Kannan, Advocate, SR.No.59866
vsn
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