
W.P.(MD)No.9141 of 2022

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED  : 30.06.2022

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE G.R.SWAMINATHAN

W.P.(MD)No.9141 of 2022

L.Albert Karunakaran    ... Petitioner 
     
          Vs

1.The District Collector,
   Tiruchirappalli.

2.The Tahsildar,
   Tiruchirappalli East Taluk,
   Tiruchirappalli.  ... Respondents

Prayer: Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the  Constitution  of  India 

praying  to  issue  a  Writ  of  Mandamus,  directing  the  second  respondent  to 

consider the representations of the petitioner and his principals (vide CAN Nos. 

133151116406592,  13318068887901,  133151114382276,  Application  Nos. 

2021/0154/15/005127,  2021/0154/15/005136,  2021/0154/15/005129),  dated 

23.12.2021 for individual patta as per Sec.9 of the Patta Pass Book Act, within 

a time frame fixed by this Court.

  For Petitioner :  Mr.B.N.Raja Mohamed

For Respondents :  Mr.M.Prakash
   Additional Government Pleader
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     ORDER

Heard  the  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  writ  petitioner  and  the 

learned Additional Government Pleader appearing for the respondents.

2.The  petitioner  purchased  a  piece  of  land  under  sale  deed  dated 

11.03.2021  (Document  No.1367  of  2021)  registered  on  the  file  of  the  Sub 

Registrar, Sathanur.  The sale deed was executed by one Govindarajan and four 

others.  Along with the writ petitioner, three others made similar purchases from 

the very same vendors.  The petitioner has taken power of attorney from the 

other purchasers and moved the second respondent for entering their names in 

the revenue record.  Since the application was not processed, this present writ 

petition came to be filed.  

3.When  the  matter  was  taken  up  for  hearing,  the  learned  Additional 

Government Pleader submitted that  the petitioner and his  principals  do not 

appear to have purchased the property from the pattadhars whose names appear 

in the revenue record.

4. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner points out that in the 

Patta,  the names of  the Muthukrishnan,  Muthu Lakshmi and Jeganathan are 

mentioned.   The  vendors  are  none  other  than  sons  of  Muthulakshmi  and 
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Jeganathan.  Thus the petitioner seeks to establish the clear link between his 

vendors and pattadhars. 

5. I am satisfied that a prima facie case has been made out.  The second 

respondent  is  directed  to  hold  an  enquiry  into  the  petition  mentioned 

representation and pass final order within a period of eight weeks from the date 

of receipt of a copy of order.  This writ petition is disposed of.  No costs.

                    30.06.2022       
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To

1.The District Collector,
   Tiruchirappalli.

2.The Tahsildar,
   Tiruchirappalli East Taluk,
   Tiruchirappalli.
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   G.R.SWAMINATHAN, J.
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