IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 26.04.2019
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE K.RAVICHANDRABAABU
W.P.No.12455 of 2019

S.Selvam ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Revenue Divisional Officer
Chengalpattu Division
Chengalpattu.

2.The Tahsildar
Chengalpattu Taluk
Chengalpattu ....Respondents

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying 'to issue a Writ of Mandamus, —to direct the 2nd
respondent to complete the enquiry and pass final orders in respect
of the proceedings vide Na.Ka.No.3046/2016/A2 dated Nil.08.2016
initiated with reference to carrying out the corrections in the
Revenue records, particularly, the patta bearing No.421, for the land
situated in Plot No.l7, Sri Ganapathy Nagar Colony, 2A Layout,
comprised in Punjai Survey  No.129/3 Part, Panankottur Village,
Maraimalai Nagar Town Limits, Chengalpattu Taluk, Kancheepuram
District, measuring to an extent of 2700 sqg.ft

For Petitioner : Mr.K.Premkumar

For Respondents : Mr.V.Prabhu
Government Advocate

ORDEHR

Mr.V.Prabhu, learned Government Advocate takes notice for the
respondents. By consent of. the parties, the main writ petition is
taken up for final disposal at the admission stage itself.

2. The petitioner seeks for a mandamus directing the second
respondent to complete the enquiry and pass final orders in respect
of the proceedings vide Na.Ka.No.3046/2016/A2 dated Nil.08.2016
initiated to carry out the corrections 1in the Revenue records,
particularly, the patta bearing No.421, for the land situated in Plot
No.1l7, Sri Ganapathy Nagar Colony, 2A Layout, comprised in Punjai
Survey No.129/3 Part, Panankottur Village, Maraimalai Nagar Town
Limits, Chengalpattu Taluk, Kancheepuram District, measuring to an
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3. It seems that the petitioner has approached the Tahsildar,
Chengalpattu, for correcting some mistakes alleged to have taken
place in the computerised patta. The grievance of the petitioner is
that even though the enquiry is sought to be conducted on 09.09.2016,
till this date, the Tahsildar, has not completed the enquiry and
passed any orders. Hence, the petitioner approached this Court and
filed the present writ petition.

4. Head both sides.

5. This Court at this stage 1is not expressing any view on the
merits of the claim made by . the petitioner, as it 1is for the second
respondent to consider and decide the same. Thus, this writ petition
is disposed of, only by directing the second respondent to complete
the enquiry and pass orders on the claim made by the petitioner on
merits and in accordance with law, after hearing the petitioner and
other interested parties, if any, within a period of eight weeks from
the date of receipt of a copy of this order. ©No costs.
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To

1.The Revenue Divisional Officer

Chengalpattu Division

Chengalpattu.

2.The Tahsildar

Chengalpattu Taluk

Chengalpattu.
+1 CC to The Government Pleader Advocate side SR.N0O.41303/2019
+1 CC to M/S.K.PREM KUMAR Advocate side SR.NO.40526/2019
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