
W.P. No.16642 of 2024

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 27.06.2024

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.SATHISH KUMAR

W.P.No.16642 of 2024

V.Rathinam ... Petitioner

Vs

1.The Commissioner for Land Administration

   Ezhilagam, Chepauk

   Chennai - 600 005

2.The District Revenue Officer

   Thiruvannamalai

   Thiruvannamalai District

3.The Tahsildar

   Thiruvannamalai

   Thiruvannamalai District

4.Kattachi @ Pachaiammal ... Respondents

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

praying to issue a Writ of mandamus directing the 3rd respondent to conduct 

enquiry  and  dispose  petitioner's  review petition  vide  the  forwarding  Letter 

No.R3/5061756/2023  dated  04.08.2023  of  the  1st  respondent  and  Letter 

________
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No.O.Mu. No.4/1218164/2023 dated 25.08.2023 of the 2nd respondent within 

the time frame.

For Petitioner : Mr.S.Arokia Mani Raj

For Respondents  : Mr.P.Sathish

  Addl. Govt. Pleader for R1 to R3

O R D E R

This writ petition has been filed for a direction to the 3rd respondent to 

conduct an enquiry and dispose of petitioner's review petition forwarded vide 

Letter No.R3/5061756/2023 dated 04.08.2023 of the 1st respondent and Letter 

No.O.Mu. No.4/1218164/2023 dated 25.08.2023 of the 2nd respondent.

2. A perusal of the entire affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, 

would indicate that the petitioner wants to file the second revision before the 

authorities, which is not permissible. If at all the petitioner wants to challenge 

the final order passed by the Revenue authorities, the same can be challenged in 

the  manner  known  to  law and  not  by  a  review petition,  when  there  is  no 

provision under the Revenue Standing Orders. Hence, I do not find any merit in 

the writ petition and the same deserves to be dismissed.

________
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3. Accordingly, this writ petition is dismissed. However, there is no order 

as to costs.

27.06.2024

Index :  Yes / No

Neutral Citation :  Yes / No

Asr

To

1.The Commissioner for Land Administration

   Ezhilagam, Chepauk

   Chennai - 600 005

2.The District Revenue Officer

   Thiruvannamalai

   Thiruvannamalai District

3.The Tahsildar

   Thiruvannamalai

   Thiruvannamalai District

4.The Government Pleader

   High Court, Madras

________
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N.SATHISH KUMAR  , J.  

Asr

W.P. No.16642 of 2024

27.06.2024

________
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