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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 29-04-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE M. NIRMAL KUMAR

WP Crl. No. 1016 of 2026
Kamatchi
..Petitioner(s)
Vs

1. The Deputy Superintendent of Police

Mamallapuram,

Chengalpattu District.
2. The Inspector of Police

Mamallapuram Police Station,

Chengalpattu District.
3. Sadiyappan

..Respondent(s)

Prayer:- This Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India,

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus or any direction in the nature of writ
directing the 2nd respondent to provide protect in while fencing petitioner land
comprised in Survey Nos.474/3B, 474/4B, 474/5B and 474/10A at Paiyanur
Village, Thiruporur Taluk, Chengalpattu District to the extent of 60.5 cents by
considering the Petitioners representation dated 12-01-2026 within the specific
period of time fixed by this Court.

For Petitioner(s): Mr.D.Magesh
For Respondent(s): M/S. Leonard Arul Joseph Selvam
Additional Public Prosecutor

ORDER

The case of the petitioner is that his brother Murugesan, originally
purchased the property in Survey Nos.474/3, 474/4, 474/5 and 474/10A at
Paiyanur Village, Thiruporur Taluk, Chengalpattu District, to an extent of 80

cents from one Elumalai vide doc.No.1657 of 2006. Subsequently, the said
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Murugesan executed a settlement deed in favour of the petitioner for the land in
S.Nos.474/3B, 474/4B, 474/5B and 474/10A for an extent of 60.5 cents vide
Doc.No.5514 of 2022 dated 17.03.2022 on the file of SRO, Tiruporur. The
petitioner contends that she is in absolute possession and enjoyment of the
property and obtained patta in patta No.3285. As the third respondent is
allegedly obstructing the petitioner from fencing the property, a representation

was sent seeking Police protection.

2.The learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for R1 and R2
submits that upon receipt of petitioner’s complaint, C.S.R.No.63 of 2026 was
assigned. During the field enquiry, it was observed that the property has not
been physically divided by metes and bounds between the petitioner’s portion
and the remaining portion belonging to his brother. In the absence of clear
demarcation of boundaries, the Police are not in a position to grant protection
for fencing at this stage. It is submitted that the petitioner must first approach

the Revenue Department to have the land surveyed and earmarked.

3.The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner will
promptly take steps to have the property surveyed and earmarked by the
Revenue Authorities and will thereafter approach the respondent police for

necessary protection.

Page2 of 4

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



WP Crl. No. 1016 of 2

4.Recording the submissions made on both sides, this petition is disposed
of. The petitioner is at liberty to move the Revenue Department for a survey
and, earmark the property with metes and bounds, thereafter renew his request
for police protection. No costs.

29-04-2026
cp

To

1. The Deputy Superintendent of Police
Mamallapuram,
Chengalpattu District.

2. The Inspector of Police
Mamallapuram Police Station,
Chengalpattu District.

3. The Public Prosecutor
High Court of Madras.
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M.NIRMAL KUMAR, J.

cp

WP Crl. No. 1016 of 2026

29-04-2026
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