
 W.P.No.1009 of 2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

DATED: 29.01.2026

CORAM 

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE SENTHILKUMAR RAMAMOORTHY

 W.P.No.1009 of 2026

K.Veeraraghavan .. Petitioner

vs

1.The Secretary to Government of Tamil Nadu,

   Commercial Tax and Registration Department,

   Fort St. George, Chennai – 600 009.

2.The Inspector General of Registration,

   100, Santhome High Road,

   Chennai – 600 004.

3.The District Revenue Officer (Stamps),

   Office of the District Collector, Chennai,

   Singaravelar Maligai, Rajaji Salai,

   Chennai – 600 001.

4.The Sub Registrar,

   Office of the Sub Registrar,

   Thiruporur, Kancheepuram District

   Pin 603 310. .. Respondents

Petition filed under Article 226 of  The Constitution of  India 

praying for the issuance of a writ of certiorarified mandamus to call 

for  the records of  the second respondent  in  his  impugned order 

No.Na.Ka.36368/NI/2025  dated  26.11.2025  with  all  other 

connected  records  and  quash  the  same  and  direct  the  fourth 

respondent  to  accept  payment  of  Rs.3,52,584/-  only  without 

interest for deficit stamp duty and deficit registration fees in respect 

of  sale  deed  Document  No.4162/2008  registered  at  fourth 

respondent office and release the said document to the petitioner.
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For Petitioner : Mr.V.Manoharan

For Respondents : Mr.U.Baranidharan,

Special Government Pleader

ORDER

The  petitioner  assails  an  order  dated  26.11.2025  of  the 

second respondent and seeks a direction to the fourth respondent 

to accept the payment of Rs.3,52,584/- without interest.

2. The petitioner was directed to pay deficit stamp duty by 

order dated 30.04.2012. In relation thereto, the petitioner had filed 

an  appeal  before  the  third  respondent.  The  said  appeal  was 

dismissed by order dated 13.08.2024. The petitioner submitted a 

representation dated 16.09.2024 to the second respondent. Such 

representation was rejected under the impugned order.

3.  Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  the 

procedure prescribed under Section 47A of the Indian Stamp Act, 

1899 was not followed while issuing the original order. In particular, 

he submits that notice in Form I should have been issued under 

Rule  4  of  Tamil  Nadu  Stamp  (Prevention  of  Undervaluation  of 

Instruments) Rules, 1968. Because notice in Form I was not issued, 

he submits that the proceedings are vitiated. He also submits that 

the Samadhan Scheme was in force and that the petitioner was 
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unable to make payment within the prescribed time limit on account 

of serious accident affecting members of the petitioner’s family.

4.  Mr.U.Baranidharan,  learned  Special  Government  Pleader, 

accepts notice for all the respondents. By referring to order dated 

13.08.2024  of  the  third  respondent,  he  points  out  that  the 

petitioner was provided multiple opportunities as disclosed therein. 

He also points out that cogent reasons were assigned for rejecting 

the petitioner’s request. He relies on Section 47A(4) of the Indian 

Stamp Act to contend that the impugned order contains no infirmity.

5. Section 47A(4) provides as under:

‘47-A  Instruments  of  conveyance  etc.,  

undervalued how to be dealt with.-

(1) …..

(2) ….

(3)…..

(4) Every person liable to pay the difference in  

the amount of  duty under sub-section (2)  or  sub-

section (3) shall, pay such duty within such period as  

may be prescribed. In default of such payment, such  

amount of duty outstanding on the date of default  

shall  be a charge on the property affected in such  

instrument. On any amount remaining unpaid after  

the date specified for its payment, the person liable  

3/7

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



 W.P.No.1009 of 2026

to pay the duty shall pay, in addition to the amount  

due,  interest  at  one  per  cent  per  month  on  such  

amount for the entire period of default:

Provided that where a person has preferred an  

appeal  against  the  order  under  sub-section  (2)  or  

sub-section (3), the interest payable under this sub-

section shall be postponed till the disposal of appeal  

and shall be calculated on the amount that becomes  

due  in  accordance  with  the  final  order  passed  in  

appeal as if such amount had been determined under  

sub-section (2) or sub-section (3), as the case may 

be.’

6. As is evident from the aforesaid extract, deficit stamp duty 

is required to be paid within the prescribed period. In the event of 

default, the person liable to pay the stamp duty becomes liable to 

pay interest at 1% per month or 12% per annum.

7. In the case at hand, the petitioner had lodged an appeal 

before the third respondent against  the order dated 30.04.2012. 

The  said  order  makes  extensive  reference  to  the  opportunities 

provided to the petitioner. The operative paragraph thereof reads as 

under:
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‘@Mtzjhuhpd;’thf;FK:yj;jpid  ghprPyid 

bra;jjpy;’nkw;go  MtzjhuUf;F  gpwg;gpj;j  ,Wjp 

Miz.  ,e;jpa  Kj;jpiur;’rl;lk;’1899  gphpt[(4) 

cl;gphpt[‘2  kw;Wk;’(3)d;go  bray;gLj;j.  tpj;jpahr 

Kj;jpiuj;;’jPh;itapid  brYj;j  ntz;oa 

egh;’mj;ija  bjhifapid  tFf;fg;gl;l  fhy 

tiuf;Fs;’brYj;jy;’ntz;Lk;/   mj;jifa 

bjhifapid  brYj;jj;’jtwpd;’mj;jifa 

gj;jpuj;jpw;Fl;gl;l  brhj;jpd;’kPJ bghWg;g[‘(Charge) 

Vw;gLk;/  Fwpg;gpl;;l  fhy  tiuaiwf;Fs;’brYj;jhj 

bjhiff;F mj;bjhifapid brYj;j ntz;oa egh; 

mjw;F  TLjyhf  brYj;jj;’jtwpa  fhyj;jpd; 

KGikf;Fk ; khjk ; 1# tPjj;jpy ; tl;oa[k ; brYj;jg; 

gl ntz;Lk ; vd bjhptpf;fg;gl;Ls;sjhy ; kDjhuhpd; 

nfhhpf;if Vw;f ,ayhj epiy cs;sJ vd;gija[k;. 

vdnt  Mtzjhuhpd;’nfhhpf;if  epuhfhpj;J 

cj;jputplg;gLfpwJ/  vdnt  Mtzjhuh; 

Fiwt[‘Kj;jpiuf;’fl;lzk;’U:/3.52.584?id 

mjw;Fz;lhd  tl;oa[ld;’tpiue;J  brYj;jp. 

Mtzj;ij  tpLtpj;Jf;’bfhs;SkhW 

bjhptpf;fg;gLfpwJ/@

8.  Upon  further  appeal  to  the  second  respondent,  the 

petitioner’s  request  was  rejected  by  holding  that  there  is  no 

provision to grant waiver under Section 47-A(4). I find no infirmity 

in the said order warranting interference under Article 226 of the 

Constitution of India. 
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9. Therefore, this writ petition is dismissed without any order 

as to costs.

29.01.2026

Index:Yes/No

Neutral Citation: Yes/No

mmi

To

1.The Secretary to Government of Tamil Nadu,

   Commercial Tax and Registration Department,

   Fort St. George, Chennai – 600 009.

2.The Inspector General of Registration,

   100, Santhome High Road,

   Chennai – 600 004.

3.The District Revenue Officer (Stamps),

   Office of the District Collector, Chennai,

   Singaravelar Maligai, Rajaji Salai,

   Chennai – 600 001.

4.The Sub Registrar,

   Office of the Sub Registrar,

   Thiruporur, Kancheepuram District

   Pin 603 310.
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SENTHILKUMAR RAMAMOORTHY,J.

mmi

W.P.No.1009 of 2026

29.01.2026
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