
 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 01.04.2025

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.ANAND VENKATESH

Writ Petition No.249 of 2022

                                
B.Sridhar        ….  Petitioner  

   -Vs-    
1.  Director of Land Reforms                   
     Ezhilagam,  Chepaukkam  
     Chennai - 600 005.

2.  District Revenue Officer
     (Land Tribunal)  
     Erode District.

3.   Revenue Divisional Officer
     Office of the Revenue Divisional Office  
     Erode District.

4.   The Tahsildar
     Perundhurai Taluk  
     Erode District.

5.  Assistant Commissioner of Land Reforms 
     Office of the Assistant Commissioner (Land Reforms) 
     Erode District. 

6.Gangadharan              ..  Respondents 
 

Prayer  : Writ Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying for the 

issuance of a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus, calling for the records of the 3rd and 

4th respondents in pursuant to their orders dated 16.12.2016 in Na. Ka. 6488 / 2015 / 

A4 passed by the 3rd respondent and consequential order dated 25.5.2017 in Na. Ka. 
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15500  /  2015  /  A1  passed  by  the  4th  respondent  and  quash  the  same  and 

consequently direct the 5th respondent to consider and grant allotment of  land in 

favour of the petitioner in the place of the 6th respondent  in pursuant to the order 

dated 28.12.2013 passed by the 2nd respondent.

  For Petitioner      : Mr.S.Sai Shankar

For Respondents  :  Mr.M.R.Gokul Krishnan
Additional Government Pleader
for R1 to R5

ORDER

This writ petition has been filed challenging the proceedings of the 3rd and 4th 

respondents and for a consequential direction to the 5th respondent to consider the 

request made by the petitioner seeking for allotment of land in his favour.

2.Heard  Mr.S.Sai Shankar, learned counsel for the petitioner and Mr.M.R.Gokul 

Krishnan, learned Additional Government Pleader for R1 to R5.

3.When the matter was taken up for hearing today, it was brought to the notice 

of  this  Court  that  pursuant  to  the  impugned  order  passed  by  the  3rd and  4th 

respondents dated 16.12.2016 and 25.05.2017, Ayyan patta was granted in favour of 

the 6th respondent.  Subsequently, the said Ayyan patta was also cancelled.  In view of 

the same, what remains is only the request made by the petitioner seeking for the 

allotment of land in his favour.
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4.In view of the above, there shall be a direction to the petitioner to submit a 

fresh representation before the 2nd respondent along with all the relevant documents. 

On receipt of the same, the 2nd respondent is  directed to pass orders on its own 

merits and in accordance with law within a period of eight weeks from the date of 

receipt of the  representation from the petitioner.

5.This writ petition is disposed of with the above directions.  No costs.

01.04.2025

Index : Yes/No
NCS : Yes/No
KP

To
1.  Director of Land Reforms                   
     Ezhilagam, Chepaukkam  
     Chennai - 600 005.

2.  District Revenue Officer
     (Land Tribunal)  
     Erode District.

3.   Revenue Divisional Officer
     Office of the Revenue Divisional Office  
     Erode District.

4.   The Tahsildar
     Perundhurai Taluk  
     Erode District.

5.   Assistant Commissioner of Land Reforms 
     Office of the Assistant Commissioner (Land Reforms) 
     Erode District. 
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N.ANAND VENKATESH, J.

KP

Writ Petition No.249 of 2022

01.04.2025
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