IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 09. 09. 2021
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE M. JUSTI CE N. ANAND VENKATESH

W P. No. 18979 of 2021
and WWP Nos. 20235, 20238 and 20240 of 2021

T.V.Nagar Industrial Estate Omer's Associ ation
(Regn No. 195 of 2014)
Rep. by its President M S. Venkat esan .. Petitioner

Vs
1. The Comm ssi oner
Greater Corporation of Chennai
Ri pon Bui | di ng, Chennai

2. The Tahsil dar,
Al andur Tal uk
Chennai 600 016.

3. The Revenue | nspector,
Mugal i vakkam
Chennai 600 089.

4. K. Ramachandr an
5. K. Part hi ban
6. G Thi runurt hy .. Respondent s

Prayer: Wit petition filed under Article 226 of t he
Constitution of India praying for issuance of a Wit of
Certiorari to <call for the records pertaining to the 2
respondent's inpugned letter in ref. g1/006/2021 dated 12.08.2021
and quash the sane.

For Petitioner . M. R Prabhakar an

For Respondents : Ms.P.T.Ranma Devi for Rl
M. A Selvendran for R2 & R3
Gover nnent Advocat e

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



ORDER

On consent given by either side, the main wit petition
itself has been taken up for final hearing.

2. The petitioner had earlier approached this Court by
filing WP.No.19041/2020 and this Court disposed of the wit
petition by an order dated 07.12.2020. To wunderstand the
background of this case and the directions issued by this Court,
while disposing of the wit petition, the entire order 1is
extracted hereunder:

“2. Hear d M . R Prabhakar an, | ear ned
counsel for the petitioner; Ms. P. T. Ramadevi ,
| earned Standing Counsel for Rl and M. Anna
Ezhil, |earned Governnment Advocate for R2, R3 and

R4.

3. The case of the petitioner is that the
brother of the fourth and fifth respondents sold
the entire property by way of house site plots in
a layout nanmed as T.V.Nagar. The grievance of the
petitioner association is that during Cctober
2020, the private respondents along with sone
henchmen started blocking the pathway and
obstructed the novenent of the general public and
they also damaged the road put up by the
corporation. Imediately thereafter, a conplaint
was given and action was taken by renoving the
encr oachnent .

4. The petitioner association cane to
know that the private respondents have nanaged to
get a sale deed registered before the concerned
sub-registrar on 20.12.2019 and have dealt wth
t he pathway which was shown to be a pathway even
in the approved |ayout. Aggrieved by the sane,
the petitioner association gave a conplaint to
the respondents 2 to 4 on 03.11.2020 not to grant
any patta in favour of the private respondents.

5. M. Annai Ezhil, Iearned Governnent
Advocat e appearing on behalf of the respondents 2
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to 4 submtted that the second respondent has
already called the parties for enquiry on
23.12.2020 at 11.00 A M The |earned counse
further submtted that the representatives of the
petitioner association can be present at the tine
of enquiry along with all the relevant docunents.

6. Taking into consideration the facts
and circunstances of the case and also of the
fact that the second respondent has already
called the parties for enquiry, there shall be a
direction to the second respondent to proceed
further after affording opportunity to the
petitioner and respondents 5 to 7 and pass fina
orders strictly in accordance with law, within a
period of 8 weeks from the date of receipt of a
copy of this order.”

3. Pursuant to the above order, the second respondent
proceeded to issue the inpugned letter dated 12.08.2021 to the
Assi stant Conm ssioner, Zone 12, Geater Corporation of Chennai.
Aggrieved by the sane, the present wit petition has been filed
before this Court.

4. Heard the |earned counsel for the petitioner, |earned
counsel for the first respondent and the |earned Governnent
Advocat e appearing on behal f of the respondents 2 and 3.

5. In the considered view of this Court, the second
respondent, nanely, the Tahsildar, Al andur Taluk, has not
followed the directions issued by this Court in the earlier
order passed in WP.No.19041 of 2020. This Court nmade it clear
that the second respondent nust give an opportunity to the
petitioner and the private respondents and only thereafter
shoul d take a decision. Apparently it has not been done by the
second respondent and the sane is clear fromthe inpugned letter
dated 12.08.2021. The second respondent has straight away
proceeded to issue the inpugned letter to the Assistant
Comm ssioner w thout considering the objections nade by the
petitioner Association.

6. In view of the above, the inpugned letter dated
12.08.2021 issued by the second respondent is liable to be
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interfered with by this Court and accordingly, the sanme is
her eby quashed. There shall be a direction to the second
respondent to strictly conply with the earlier order passed by
this Court in WRP.No.19041/2020 by affording an opportunity to
the parties and thereafter shall take a decision in accordance
wth [|aw This process shall be conpleted by the second
respondent within a period of four weeks from the date of
recei pt of a copy of this order.

7. In the result, the wit petition is allowed wth the
above di rection. No costs. Consequent | y connect ed
M scel | aneous Petitions are cl osed.

Sd/ -
Assi stant Registrar (CS-VII)

/'l True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar
RR
To

1. The Comm ssi oner
G eater Corporation of Chenna
Ri pon Bui | di ng, Chennai

2. The Tahsil dar,
Al andur Tal uk
Chennai 600 016.

3. The Revenue | nspector,
Mugal i vakkam
Chennai 600 089.

+1CC to Ms.P. T. Ranadevi, Advocate, SR No. 45942
+1CC to The Governnment Pl eader, SR No. 46136

W P. No. 18979 of 2021

KSM CO)
B. VC (21/ 09/ 2021)
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