C.R.PNos.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

Dated : 09.01.2026

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.B.BALAJI

C.R.P.Nos.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026

C.R.P.Nos.77 to 79 of 2026

Yasodha ... Petitioner in CRP.No.77 of 2026
Balakrishnan ... Petitioner in CRP.No.78 of 2026
Jothi ... Petitioner in CRP.No0.79 of 2026

Vs.
The Special Tahsildar (LA),
Krishna Water Supply Project,
Unit-II, Tiruvallur. ... Respondent
C.R.P.No.81 of 2026
Sengammal (died)
1.Kanniappan

2. Sankari

3. Krishnakumari ... Petitioners
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C.R.P.Nos.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026

Vs.
1. The Special Tahsildar (LA),
Krishna Water Supply Project,
Unit-II, Tiruvallur.

Narayanareddy (Deceased)
2. Yasodha
3. Balakrishnan

4. K.Jothi ... Respondents

Prayer:- Civil Revision Petitions filed under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India, to set aside the return endorsement dated
27.11.2025 made in Unnumbered I.A. of 2025 in LAOP No.94 of 1989,
on the file of the Special Sub-Court for LAOP Cases at Tiruvallur.

CRP Nos.77 to 79 of 2026

For Petitioners : Mr.A.E.Ravichandran

For Respondents : Mr.G.Nanmaran,
Special Government Pleader

CRP No.81 of 2026

For Petitioners : Mr.A.E.Ravichandran
and Respondents
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For R-1 : Mr.G.Nanmaran,

Special Government Pleader
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C.R.PNos.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026
COMMON ORDER

These Civil Revision Petitions have been filed by the legal heirs of
the claimants seeking payment out of the compensation amount deposited

by the respondent/authority.

2.Heard the learned counsel on either side and perused the

materials available on record.

3.The applications were returned citing mismatch in the names of
the claimants. The learned counsel for the petitioners would submit that
the petitioners have already explained the said mismatch by furnishing

the necessary documents.

4.1 have perused the orders of return passed in the said
applications. The mismatch in the names of the petitioners pertains only
to spelling variations and nothing more. The Court below ought to have
entertained the applications and, before returning the same, ought to have
sought clarification by affording an opportunity to the petitioners to

satisfy the Court that they are none other than the legal representatives of
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C.R.P.N0s.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026
the original claimants.

5.In the light of the above, the docket orders dated 27.11.2025
passed by the Special Sub Court for LAOP Cases, Tiruvallur, are set
aside. The Registry is directed to return the original applications, if filed
along with these revisions, within a period of one week from the date of
uploading of a copy of this order, after obtaining necessary
acknowledgment from the learned counsel for the revision petitioners, so
as to enable the petitioners to re-present the same before the Trial Court.
Upon such re-presentation, the Trial Court shall number the applications
and dispose of the same on merits and in accordance with law, within a
period of eight weeks thereafter, after affording an opportunity of hearing

to the revision petitioners as well as the respondent.

6. Accordingly, these civil revision petitions are allowed. No

Costs.

09.01.2026

Index : Yes/No
Neutral Citation : Yes/No
Speaking/Non-Speaking Order
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C.R.P.Nos.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026
kv

To

The Special Sub-Court for LAOP Cases at Tiruvallur.
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C.R.P.Nos.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026
P.B.BALAJI, J.

kv

C.R.P.Nos.77 to 79 and 81 of 2026

09.01.2026
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