
W.P.(MD)No.23319 of 2018

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED :02.02.2026

CORAM 

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.SURENDER

W.P.(MD)No.23319 of 2018
and

WMP (MD) No.21184, 21185 of 2018

Vadivelu   ...  Petitioner(s)

       Vs.

1. The District Collector,
Pudukkottai District.

2. The District Revenue Officer,
Pudukkottai District.

3. The Revenue District Officer,
Pudukkottai, 
Pudukkottai District.

4. The Tahsildar,,
Alangudi, 
Pudukkottai District.

5. The Planning Officer Unit-II,
Tahsildar Office, Alangudi, 
Pudukkottai District.

6. G.Alagar ...  Respondents
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PRAYER : Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

praying  for  issuance  of  Writ  of  Certiorarified  Mandamus  call  for  the 

records  of  the  2nd  Respondent  in  Ni.Mu.13885/2010(D5)  dated 

07.07.2018 and quash the same as arbitrary, capricious and illegal and 

consequently direct  the respondents  to  confirmed the ordered in  PTR. 

315/2002 Dated 10.04.2002 on the file of the 5th respondent.

For Petitioner :Mr. P.Ganapathisubramanian

For Respondents :Mr.D.Sadiq Raja
Addl. Government Pleader for R1 to R5

O R D E R

Challenging  the  order  dated  07.07.2018  passed  by  the  second 

respondent, the present writ petition has been filed by the petitioner.

2.  Heard  the  learned  counsel  for  the  parties  and  perused  the 

materials on record.

3. Though the petitioner claimed right over the subject property in 

Survey Nos. 152/11A and 152/11B, he failed to establish the same by 

producing the requisite documents before the second respondent/District 

Revenue Officer. Consequently, the revision petition was dismissed and 

that  the  parties  were  directed  to  approach  the  competent  Civil  Court 
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within 90 days.  However,  the petitioner  chose to  file  the present  writ 

petition belatedly and nearly seven years have elapsed since the passing 

of the impugned order. In view of the inordinate delay and the disputed 

nature  of  the  claim,  this  Court  is  not  inclined  to  interfere  with  the 

impugned order.  Accordingly, the writ  petition stands disposed of.  No 

costs. Consequently, the connected miscellaneous petitions are closed.

(K.SURENDER, J)

          02.02.2026

NCC :Yes/No
Internet :Yes/No
Index :Yes/No
PKN
To

1. The District Collector,
Pudukkottai District.

2. The District Revenue Officer,
Pudukkottai District.

3. The Revenue District Officer,
Pudukkottai, Pudukkottai District.

4. The Tahsildar,,
Alangudi, Pudukkottai District.

5. The Planning Officer Unit-II,
Tahsildar Office, Alangudi, 
Pudukkottai District.
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K.SURENDER, J.

  PKN
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