IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
Dated 01.09. 2021
CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR, JUSTI CE K. KALYANASUNDARAM
and
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTI CE V. S| VAGNANAM

W P. No. 15939 of 2021
V. Ramanuj am .. Petitioner
Ver sus
1. The District Collector,
Kanchi puram Di stri ct.
2. The Revenue Divisional Oficer,
The Col |l ectorate O fice Building,
Kanchi puram District - 600 501.
3. The Bl ock Devel opnent O fi cer,
Kundr at hur Panchayat ,
Padappai 602 301.
. Deva Xavi er
. The Tahsi |l dar,
Kundr at hur .. Respondents
[R5, suo notu inpleaded by this Court vide order
dated 03.08.2021 in WP. No. 15939 of 2021]

(G2l SN

PRAYER: Wit Petition filed wunder Article 226 of t he
Constitution of India seeking to issue a Wit of Mndanus,
directing the respondents 1 to 3 to dispose of t he
representation dated 26.02.2021 submitted to restore the road to
the original size by renoving the encroachnent.

For petitioner . M. S. Mohan
For respondents
for RRL, 2 and 5 : M.C. Jayaprakash, Govt. Counse

for R3 : No Appear ance
for R4 . M.D. Vijayan
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ORDER
(The Order of the Court was nade by K. KALYANASUNDARAM J)

The Wit Petition is heard through video conferencing.

2. The prayer in the Wit Petition is for issuance of a
Wit of Mandanus, directing the respondents 1 to 3 to dispose of
the representation of the petitioner dated 26.02.2021.

3. It is the case of the petitioner that by virtue of
settlenent deed dated 13.09.2010, he becone the absolute owner
of the property bearing plot No.19 having an extent of 850
sq.ft. in Survey Nos.128/7 and 131 at Srinivasapuram Vill age,
Sri perunbudur Tal uk.

4. The grievance expressed by the petitioner is that the
fourth respondent, who is the owner of the plot No.13 has
encroached upon the public road and causing hindrance to the
public. Despite the representation to the respondents, no action
has been taken to renove the enroachnent.

5. M. C. Jayaprakash, |earned Governnment Counsel appearing
for the respondents 1, 2 and 5 would state that the conpetent
authority is the concerned Tahsildar and he has been inpleaded
as fifth respondent and if a representation is given to the
fifth respondent, he is ready to take action in accordance with
| aw.

6. It is the subm ssion of the |earned counsel appearing
for the fourth respondent M.D.Vijayan, that the private
respondent has constructed the building within his area and
there is no encroachnent.

7. In the light of the above subm ssions of the |earned
counsel s appearing on either side, this Court wthout expressing
any opinion on the nerits of the case, directs the petitioner to
give fresh representation to the fifth respondent/the Tahsil dar,
Kundrat hur, by enclosing a copy of this order, within a period
of four weeks. On such receipt, the fifth respondent shal
consider the same and take action in accordance with law, after
provi ding opportunity to the necessary parties, within a period
of twelve weeks, therefrom
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8. Wth the above directions, the Wit Petition is

di sposed of. No costs.

Sd/ -

Assi stant Registrar (CS-11)

[l True Copy //

Sub Assi stant Registrar

To
1. The District Collector,
Kanchi puram Di strict.

2. The Revenue Divisional Oficer,
The Col |l ectorate O fice Buil ding,
Kanchi puram District - 600 501.

3. The Bl ock Devel opnent O fi cer,
Kundr at hur Panchayat ,
Padappai 602 301.

4. The Tahsil dar,
Kundr at hur

+1CC to M s. S. Mbhan, Advocate, SR No. 44528
+1CC to The Governnment Pl eader, SR No. 44563

W P. No. 15939

SPD( CO)
B. VC (20/ 09/ 2021)
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