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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 05-01-2026

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE ABDUL QUDDHOSE

WP No. 49263 of 2025

JAY PRKASH LALWANI

..Petitioner(s)

Vs

1. The District Collector, 

Chennai District, Chennai- 600 001.

2. The District Revenue Officer, 

Chennai North,  Chennai District.

3. The Tahsildar, 

Perambur, Chennai.

..Respondent(s)

Directing the 1st respondent to permit the petitioner to participate 

in the enquiry proceedings by considering the petitioner’s representation dated 

03.12.2025.

For Petitioner(s): Mr.C.Kulanthaivel

For Respondent(s): Mr.D.Ravichander, Spl GP

ORDER

The grievance of the petitioner in this writ petition is that he has not been 

granted any opportunity of hearing in the impugned proceedings pursuant to the 

receipt of summons.  The petitioner also relies upon an order passed by this 
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Court  in  a  Civil  Revision  Petition  (CRP)  filed  by  Dadabadi  Shree  Jin-

Kusalsuriji  Jin-Chandruriji  Trust (in short “the Trust”),  which makes it  clear 

that all stakeholders will have to be heard by the Revenue Authorities before 

passing the final orders.  The petitioner claims that he is an interested person in 

the property, which is the subject matter of the impugned proceedings initiated 

by the respondents.  

2. The petitioner has also filed a copy of the summons issued to him by 

the  first  respondent  along with  this  writ  petition  fixing the date  of  hearing. 

However, according to the petitioner, subsequently, the petitioner is not aware 

of  the  further  developments/hearings  in  the  proceedings  initiated  by  the 

respondents.

3.  The  learned  Special  Government  Pleader  appearing  for  the  official 

respondents on instructions would submit that  till  date,  no final orders have 

been passed.  He also confirms that summons was issued to the petitioner in the 

impugned proceedings.  

4. Mr.D.Ferdinand, learned counsel, representing the said Trust, would 

submit that the petitioner is not a stakeholder, who is entitled to participate in 

the impugned proceedings, before the respondents.  
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5. However, since the first respondent has already issued summons to the 

petitioner to appear before them in the impugned proceedings, necessarily, the 

petitioner should be allowed to participate in the impugned proceedings, and 

after hearing his submissions, the first respondent shall take a final decision as 

to whether the petitioner is a stakeholder or not; and entitled to participate in the 

impugned proceedings based on the orders passed by this Court in the Civil 

Revision Petition.

6. Mr.D.Ferdinand, learned counsel, representing the said Trust, would 

submit that a direction may be issued to the respondents to pass final orders, 

within a time frame to be fixed by this Court.

7.  The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  not  raised  any  serious 

objection  for  issuing  such  a  direction,  provided  the  petitioner  is  allowed to 

participate in the impugned proceedings.

8.  After  recording  the  submissions  of  the  respective  counsels  for  the 

respective parties, this Court is of the considered view that no prejudice will be 

caused to any of the parties if the following directions are issued by this Court:-

(a)  The  second  respondent,  who  is  conducting  an 

enquiry in the proceedings which resulted in the issuance 

of summons/notice to the petitioner, is directed to intimate 

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



WP No. 49263 of 2025

__________Page 4 of 6

the hearing dates to the petitioner and other stakeholders 

as directed by this Court in the Civil  Revision Petition, 

and allow them to participate in the proceedings, and after 

hearing their respective submissions, pass final orders in 

the impugned proceedings, which is the subject matter of 

this writ petition.  

(b) The second respondent is directed to complete the 

aforesaid exercise within a period of eight weeks from the 

date of receipt of a copy of this order. 

9.  This  Court  is  not  expressing  any  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the 

contentions raised by the respective counsels for the respective parties before 

this Court.  With the aforesaid directions, this writ petition is disposed of.  No 

Costs.

05-01-2026

Neutral Citation: Yes/No

RKM
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To

1. The District Collector, Chennai District, 

Chennai- 600 001.

2. The District Revenue Officer, Chennai North,  

Chennai District.

3. The Tahsildar, Perambur, Chennai.
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ABDUL QUDDHOSE, J.

RKM
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