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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED :31.10.2017

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

W.P(MD)No.19992 of 2017

PL.Anbuselvan   ...  Petitioner 

Vs.

1. The District Collector,

   Pudukottai District.

2. The Tahsildar,

   Ponnamaravathy Taluk,

   Pudukkottai District.

3. The Revenue Inspector,

   Vaarpattu Village,

   Ponnamaravathy Taluk,

   Pudukkottai District.

4. The Village Administrative Officer, 

   Vaarpattu Village,

   Melaichvapuri Village Office,

   Ponnamaravathy Taluk,

   Pudukkottai District. ... Respondents

PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution

of India praying for issuance of a Writ of Mandamus, directing the

second  respondent  to  conduct  enquiry  on  petitioner's

representation dated 16.06.2017 and further permit the petitioner

to  disposes  the  trees  detailed  in  the  representation  within

specific time frame. 

For Petitioner        : Mr.G.Peranban

For Respondents   : Mr.M.Alagathevan

   Special Government Pleader

ORDER

This writ petition has been filed seeking to direct the second

respondent to conduct enquiry on petitioner's representation dated

16.06.2017 and further to permit the petitioner to chop the trees.https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/
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2.Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the learned

Special  Government  Pleader  appearing  for  the  respondents.  By

consent, the writ petition is taken up for final disposal at the

stage of admission itself.

3.The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the

petitioner owns the land in S.Nos. 521/1, 521/2, 524/3 and 524/4

situated  at  Vaarpattu  Village,  Ponnamaravathy  Taluk,  Pudukottai

District, where   years of old trees are there posing danger to

the safety. Since the attempt of the petitioner to chop the trees

was objected by third and fourth respondents, the petitioner sent

a representation on 16.06.2017 to the respondents to grant him

permission, which is kept pending without any action. Hence, the

petitioner is before this Court. 

4.The learned counsel would further submit that it would be

suffice  to  direct  the  respondents  to  consider  the  petitioner's

representation dated 16.06.2017 on merits, which is also accepted

by the learned to the Special Government Pleader.

5.Considering the limited scope of the relief sought in this

writ petition, this Court, without going into the merits of the

case, directs the second respondent to consider the representation

of the petitioner, dated 16.06.2017 and pass appropriate orders,

on its own merits and in accordance with law, after affording due

opportunity  of  hearing  to  the  petitioner  as  well  as  all  the

interested parties, if any, within a period of six weeks from the

date of receipt of a copy of this order.

6. With the above direction, the writ petition is disposed of.

No costs.

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar(CS-II)

/True Copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar

To

1. The District Collector,

   Pudukottai District.

2. The Tahsildar,

   Ponnamaravathy Taluk,

   Pudukkottai District.

3. The Revenue Inspector,

   Vaarpattu Village,

   Ponnamaravathy Taluk,Pudukkottai District.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/
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4. The Village Administrative Officer, 

   Vaarpattu Village,Melaichvapuri Village Office,

   Ponnamaravathy Taluk,

   Pudukkottai District. 

+ 1 cc TO Mr.B.Baskar , Advocate in SR No.  84330

+1cc to The Special Government Pleader in SR.No.84814

dsk

AE/SV MMS/SAR3/13.11.2017/3P/7C

ORDER MADE IN

W.P(MD)No.19992 of 2017

31.10.2017

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


