
W.P.No.3337 of 2024

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED:     27.03.2024

CORAM :

THE HON'BLE MR.SANJAY V.GANGAPURWALA, CHIEF JUSTICE

AND

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY

W.P.No.3337 of 2024

M.Chandrababu ..  Petitioner

vs

1.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
   Maduranthakam Taluk,
   Chengalpet District.

2.The Tahsildar,
   Cheyyur Taluk,
   Chengalpet District.

3.Vasanthi
4.Kalavathy
5.Gnanambikai
6.Sundaramoorthy
7.Sudha
8.Bakthavachalam
9.Kameshwaran .. Respondents 

Prayer :  Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of  India 
seeking issuance of a writ of mandamus directing the first respondent 
to consider the representation made by the petitioner dated 9.6.2022 
request the first respondent to cancel the patta issued in favour one 
late Krishnaveniammal for the land in Survey No.27, Kanathur Village 

__________

Page 1 of 5

https://www.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



W.P.No.3337 of 2024

and directing the second respondent to grant patta in the name of 
Muthalamman Temple, Kanathur after due enquiry.

For the Petitioner : Mr.S.Bruno Cruz

For the Respondents : Mr.P.Harish
Government Advocate
for respondents 1 and 2

: Mr.V.Kamalakumar
for respondents 3 to 5

: No appearance
for respondents 8 and 9

: R6  &  R7  –  Not  Ready  in 
Notice

ORDER
(Order of the court was made by the Hon'ble Chief Justice)

We  have  heard  Mr.S.Bruno  Cruz,  learned  counsel  for  the 

petitioner; Mr.P.Harish, learned Government Advocate for respondents 

1 and 2; and, Mr.V.Kamalakumar, learned counsel for respondents 3 

to 5.

2. The petitioner claims that Muthalamman temple is the owner 

of  the  property  and  patta  was  issued  in  favour  of  the  private 

__________
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respondents.

3. The temple in question is not added as party respondent in 

the present writ petition.  The petitioner claims to be a devotee.  The 

petitioner  seeks  cancellation  of  patta  issued  in  favour  of  one 

Krishnaveniammal for the land in Survey No.27 situated at Kanathur 

Village.

4. If patta is erroneously issued and the person is aggrieved by 

it, then a provision exists in the Tamil Nadu Patta Passbook Act to file 

an  appeal.   It  is  for  the  aggrieved  party  to  avail  the  appropriate 

remedy as may be permissible under law.

5. With the above observation, the writ petition is disposed of. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

(S.V.G., CJ.)                      (D.B.C., J.)
                                                                     27.03.2024        
Index :  Yes/No
Neutral Citation :  Yes/No
bbr

__________
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To

1.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
   Maduranthakam Taluk,
   Chengalpet District.

2.The Tahsildar,
   Cheyyur Taluk,
   Chengalpet District.

__________
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THE HON'BLE CHIEF JUSTICE
AND

D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY,J.

bbr
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27.03.2024

__________
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