
Review Application No.22 of 2011

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED:11.07.2024

CORAM

THE HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.M. SUBRAMANIAM

AND

THE HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE C. KUMARAPPAN

Review Application No.22 of 2011

&

M.P. No. 1 of 2011

1. G.B. Chakravarthy (Deceased)

2. Vijaya Chakravarthy

3. Kalpana Lakshmi Narayanan

4. Praveena Naveen Kumar

5. Nalina Senthil Kumar 

(Petitioners 2 to 5 are the legal heirs of

deceased G.B. Chakravarthy)

(Cause Title accepted vide order of the Court

dated 28.06.2010 made in M.P.No.1 of 2010) ..Petitioners

Vs.

1. Government of Tamil Nadu
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rep. by its Secretary,

Housing & Urban Development

  Deptt.,

Chennai.

2. Tamil Nadu Housing Board,

rep. by its Managing Director,

Nandanam, Chennai – 35.

3. The Special Tahsildar (Land

  Acquisition),

Unit-II, Tamil Nadu Housing Board,

Nandanam, Chennai – 35.

4. The Collector,

Thiruvallur District, Thiruvallur. ..Respondents

Prayer: Review Application to review the judgment dated 22.01.2010 

made in W.A. No. 1048 of 2007.

For Petitioners :: No appearance

For Respondents :: Mr.S.John J. Raja Singh

Addl. Govt. Pleader for

R1 & R4

Mr.D.R.Arunkumar,

Standing Counsel for

R2 & R3

O R D E R

(Made by S.M. SUBRAMANIAM,J.)

The present review application is filed to review the judgment dated 
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22.01.2010 passed in W.A. No. 1048 of 2007. 

2. The land acquisition proceedings were under challenge before 

the Writ Court and Writ Appellate Court.  The learned Single Judge, in the 

writ  proceedings,  dismissed  the  writ  petition  on  the  ground  that  the 

publication of notification under Section 4(1) of the The Land Acquisition 

Act, 1894  was  made on 18.10.2002  and  therefore,  the declaration under 

Section  6  of  the  Act  made  on  14.11.2003  was  within  the  time  limit 

contemplated under the Act. The Writ Appellate Court, on re-appreciation of 

materials on record,  also endorsed the view taken by the Writ Court  and 

rejected the Writ Appeal filed by the erstwhile land owner. 

3. In  view of the  above,  we do  not  find  any  reason  to  invoke 

review jurisdiction as the petitioner has not established any error apparent 

on  the   face of  the  record.   The  date  of  issuance  of  notification  is  not 

disputed and that being the factum, the review application stands dismissed. 

No costs.  Connected M.P. is closed.

(S.M.S.J.)       (C.K.J.)

11.07.2024

nv

To

1. Government of Tamil Nadu
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rep. by its Secretary,

Housing & Urban Development

  Deptt.,

Chennai.

2. Tamil Nadu Housing Board,

rep. by its Managing Director,

Nandanam, Chennai – 35.

3. The Special Tahsildar (Land

  Acquisition),

Unit-II, Tamil Nadu Housing Board,

Nandanam, Chennai – 35.

4. The Collector,

Thiruvallur District, Thiruvallur.
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S.M. SUBRAMANIAM,J.

AND

C. KUMARAPPAN,J.

nv

Review Application No. 22 of 2011

11.07.2024
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