W.P.(MD) No.19077 of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 16.07.2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE C.SARAVANAN
W.P.(MD)No0.19077 of 2026

K.Renga ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Sub Registrar,
Sub Registrar Office,
Sankarankovil,
Tenkasi District.

2.Arulmigu Sankaranarayanaswamy Temple,
Represented by the Assistant Commissioner /
Executive Officer ,
Sankarankovil, Tenkasi District. ... Respondents

Prayer : Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India,
for issuance of a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus calling for the records
of the impugned Refusal Check Slip vide RFL/Sankarankovil/69/2026
dated 23.06.2026 passed by the first respondent and quash the same as
illegal and consequently direct the first respondent to register the
document with regard to Plot No.72 bearing Door No.5/1183 and 5/1185,
comprised in Re-Survey No.622/1 and New Natham Survey No.621/2, in
NGO "B" Colony, measuring to an extent of 9.30 cents (4050 sq.ft),
situated in Kalappakulam Village, Sankarankovil Taluk, Tenkasi District,

within the time frame fixed by this Court.
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W.P.(MD) No.19077 of 2026

For Petitioner : Mr.R.J.Karthick

For R1 : Mr.S.Venkatesh
Government Standing Counsel

For R2 : Mr.S.Manohar
Standing Counsel

ORDER
The petitioner is before this Court challenging the impugned
Refusal Check Slip dated 23.06.2026, whereby the first respondent
declined to register the Settlement Deed dated 23.06.2026 executed by the
petitioner's sisters, namely, Chandra and Sridevi, in favour of the
petitioner and her sister, namely, K.Maniyammal, on the ground that the

second respondent Temple had raised an objection to the registration.

2. The relevant portion of the impugned Refusal Check Slip reads

as follows:

1. @80 SNIEORSET FRSTEGCETIH Frjuleuren] igeucueddlen LUSlesE
SNésHAFLILIIULL. syoumnsde s Qengg alluggdsd AgfleNdsiul Geren
SEMLUTGETD HPTD 6o 6Tetm 621 26@E L6OLOW UL 6T 438 A1 @G &Fow
2MRWESIMDEG UTSEHWILLL G el Ogflelsg SIGINBE FRSIHITLaugHTE
A&CHTN FRISTMCHTAND QFLD SiEaI] TSN b & g 377 2018 2 BHIET 09
02 2021 Glg&HHHOL AFlaNssuLL Gaagred QFUIEHEDIEUE] SHiemswl SLENETILIT (6O
FRISIHIMUGNESUTS H@h&CHMaNst) snsrHCanald saufseN B HenLullsdismn
grein QuOm nése QFLwwrm Gsfalss HEOUiLGHDS

3. The records reveal that the property in question was purchased by
the petitioner's father, S.Govindaraj, under a registered Sale Deed dated

15.11.1985, registered as Document No.2264 of 1985, from the
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Sankarankovil N.G.G.O.'s and Other Public Servants Co-operative

Building Society Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as "the Society").

4. It is the case of the petitioner that certain proceedings had earlier
been initiated by the second respondent Temple after Settlement Pattas
were issued by the Settlement Tahsildar on 18.03.1968 under Act 30 of
1963 in favour of the Bhattars. The Bhattars had thereafter sold the lands
to the Society. The said transaction became the subject matter of challenge
in O.S.No.181 of 1975 on the file of the District Munsif Court,
Sankarankovil. The suit was decreed on 30.07.1977. Aggrieved by the
said judgment and decree, the Society and the Bhattars preferred A.S.No.
23 of 1977. During the pendency of the appeal, the parties entered into a

compromise before the Lok Adalat.

5. It is submitted that, pursuant to the compromise arrived at before
the Lok Adalat in A.S.No.23 of 1977, the Commissioner also granted
sanction under Section 43 of the Tamil Nadu Hindu Religious and
Charitable Endowments Act, 1959, on 22.02.1982, ratifying the earlier
alienations.

6. It is the further case of the petitioner that, in terms of the

compromise entered into before the Lok Adalat, the sale consideration
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received by the Bhattars from the Society was to be paid over to the

Temple.

7. 1t is submitted that, pursuant thereto, a Release Deed dated
03.04.1982 was executed by the Bhattars in favour of the Society.
Thereafter, the petitioner's father, S.Govindaraj, purchased the subject
property from the Society under the registered Sale Deed dated
15.11.1985, registered as Document No.2264 of 1985. It is further
submitted that the petitioner's family has been in continuous possession
and enjoyment of the property ever since and, upon succession, the
petitioner and her siblings inherited the same. The Settlement Deed sought
to be registered was executed by the petitioner's sisters in favour of the

petitioner and her sister by relinquishing their respective rights in the

property.

8. It is further evident from the records that the Temple itself had
issued a Caution Notice as early as 10.12.2005 in respect of several lands
comprised in various survey numbers, cautioning the general public
against entering into any transaction relating to the said lands. The

relevant portion of the Caution Notice is extracted below:
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issued a No Objection Certificate in its proceedings dated 15.05.2006,

bearing Reference No.Na.Ka.No.1130/2005/A1. The relevant portion of

i uliimsr wrarhy wimi Dk

i SATNTHFD FTBa 16907 %68

EACaGesl i,  slapaGerdli  sgnenis
B T T gip N 193-Canamuse [.,‘.L'rl.._,i‘ui: arealhiy
I ll_biﬂ-.':';fl' sty emfuen Weiagin u;Lﬁ-ﬁE,&ﬁm mﬁ‘lhﬂnﬁ
J,'lr..:d-',j'ﬂ.c:li-lr:r'.: 1,'_&'#”?:'_-,‘ 3!15 o _\":g_lLﬂﬂ.'l.:.la E._L&,ﬂi“ﬂ'a;ﬁ-’ﬂj. _-memzmuﬂn?r I.Ipilgl.il
ol oo oprg@aekainr, difuomaimr Gmin oaefe s Aeuslaor, e G
D lmung, st glgegl ofdenidis oerfarisder, despuikedom Qodgflnbargeh  semeume
| G Sralsndon micemeaigns sl FOUREENR. Heta Susgrebsd wreah Eled gudld
nemL  Hangghaeme Gatry lidad wreflugnisadog Gk rrﬁuzn.s.:j'gu s Senr
b uemgderualemr Gupde. rfasr e oo erafléaiuidpriad, B gL famd spard
gy Aymdfanigens opufo ssn Solusanibl  Gomswe s E‘urrugi.urrmrimﬁ'r FIETLES
| feeer npean W pfefdaiuDdng.
HLIF a0

Lt

i e B g meRT. 193 Ggeunniu

o puds  som  Gorpgaant
priwnpaies s samd  Gpannnus el
“iaar). g Clorggideme Giodis

sl

m

ey G igd] o Lin, aru

ASHI-35TIZ, AXEAN, AMIAS, SEWL, WD, SRD, SRVIA-SANEH, $9072A, YRONIE, 991, ST s SUIS14, SPRY1,
SN A, SETON-S8TM |, G002, 30T B-SYIE, S92, RITA 1o SRROC, SUNNL, SRR, S9RA S5, 55303, SPAA 1o
SR, 50441, 342, SMITA, FIA2E 1o SMUZ00 T, S9NT, S9U2A 0 S9TAC, S99, S9], SOWRA.SRID, 600, MD1S1,
SUNS. G002, (O A o 0RO R. S03/3, 02 A, G0TAE, S0, HInMa GUZMC, G0N, H0471A-B0AT| B, GO, (0415, G040
SOHIA-BISM1D), GOEVT, GG, S06] 1o 600, 60BN, 608/, 609, 614, 61470, 6140 A-61A00C, 615617, b9 AR 623,
300, OZ47] w2 63474, F23, 627, B3NL, GXEFIA o 510, 8310, 532, B3N 1A, BILTE, 6319, 63305, 63371, 61040, E3ar),
EILNIA K B3ANT, SL40, B340 8041 63500, 6350 a, S50, 4350, G301 S36M, E34MA 1o S3ANGC, G360, 614N, G3V)-
BI7M, 553'{, SER1A-S5MI D, SIRI-FIRM, 3380 v SSRMC, ST0, R0V, ST, S71, S".'l"lﬁf--xE'.ll.l'lAjl STRI AN
| in STR/IARE, STULASE-3TI ASFZ, STIFLATAL, STIF1A DAL STXTATE, STU|ARE, STRTARB, STHLARC.ITH | AE
| STLBLA, STUIBIB-STIBID, STHB2 v 573B31, 5707, $T2301, STIABI STLIBI, ST2EYETIORD, ﬂm:

2 1 FILIA, STINR 10STHIB18, SILORIRA, 1T2I0190, 372, STREA-STUIE, STHSAA, STISAD-3TUSAK BEs sit

momaslla ¢ dm wﬁ wilcufeomi 0. Oo. d60.98 Sp.
LD, BT LT 6357 1) L1651,

@.Quqymnﬁimmmﬁ,

ST ' ; x
il Epagaanrn ETED7 0515 s,

;" m_@wm{sm ﬁﬂ'@-ﬂ?.ﬂﬁ!lﬁi’.-jﬂ'lnﬁ‘ ﬁ,lmm S e G seinmind

[@.uw.&imlﬂ-mﬂmumgﬂ .
| S e, i g fﬁﬂ'rﬁﬁﬁ'é |o:12. 2085 -

9. It 1s also evident from the records that the Temple itself had

the said No Objection Certificate is extracted below:
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Thus, it is evident that, in respect of the very property for which the

objection has now been raised, the second respondent Temple had already

issued a No Objection Certificate as early as 15.05.2006.

10. That apart, insofar as the property comprised in Survey No.619,

measuring an extent of 13.58 acres out of the total extent of 38.88 acres, is

concerned, this Court, in W.P.(MD)No0.19520 of 2021, vide order dated
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30.11.2021, has observed in paragraphs 5 to 9 as follows:

"5. A survey was conducted in the presence of recognized
surveyors to identify the land primarily the entire 13.58 acres of
the Temple, the 8.85 acres sold by the Temple to the Society and
also the land of the petitioner which he claims that he had
purchased from the Society. The result of the survey had been
stated in  the  written  instructions  forwarded by
Mr.V.R.Shanmuganathan, learned counsel for the second
respondent. A sketch had also been given.

6. 1 hold that it would only be appropriate that the sketch
is also annexed to this order. In that sketch, the yellow marked
portion is now retained by the Temple. The small pink with the
black mark is the land now intended to be purchased by the
petitioner herein. It is claimed that it is quite far away from the
land of the Temple and that the second respondent can therefore
have no objection whatsoever in that land being conveyed to the
petitioner herein.

7. In view of the categorical statement, I would direct the
first respondent to receive the sale deed which had been refused
to register, re-examine the entire issue and thereafter, to proceed
further in manner known to law provided that documents are
otherwise in order with respect to stamp duty and registration
charges.

8. This Writ Petition is allowed with the aforesaid direction
to the first respondent to examine the sale deed whenever
presented by the petitioner herein within a period of ten (10)
working days from the date when it is again presented by the
petitioner.

9. Let the petitioner present the documents after going
through the normal procedure of online application of
presentation of such documents. The petitioner may also take
advantage of this order and furnish a copy of this order to the
first respondent/the Sub Registrar."
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11. A similar order has also been passed by this Court in respect of
other properties for which the respondent Temple had already issued No
Objection Certificates, in W.P.(MD)Nos.5954 of 2024 and 21737 of 2023.
For the sake of clarity, it is relevant to extract paragraphs 8 to 10 of the
order dated 11.09.2024 passed in W.P.(MD)Nos.5954 of 2024 and 21737
of 2023, wherein the aforesaid decision was followed. The relevant
portion of the said order read as follows:

"8. When the authorities also aware of the fact that the
properties have been sold long back, merely on technical aspect,
they cannot non-suit the settled issues. In view of the fact that the
proceedings has already been issued by the Commissioner
permitting the compromise, it has to be held that there is a
deemed sanction not only for compromise but also the sale of the
property, which has already been took place in the year 1975.

9. In such view of the matter, as the plots have already been
developed and which have also been earmarked, there shall not
be any direction not to register any documents hereafter in
respect of above survey numbers. Merely on the basis of
objection, the rights of the parties, which have already been
crystallized, cannot be taken away. Therefore, the impugned
refusal check slips issued by the I°' respondent are liable to be
quashed.

10. Accordingly, the impugned refusal check slips dated
13.12.2023 and 24.08.2023 respectively issued by the I*
respondent are quashed and the Writ Petitions are allowed. The
1" respondent is directed to register the documents submitted by
the petitioners, within a period of two weeks from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order. There shall be no order as to
costs."
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12. Similarly, by order dated 27.07.2022 and 02.11.2022 passed in
W.P.(MD) No0.12620 of 2022 and W.P.(MD)No.21746 of 2022,
respectively, this Court issued directions in respect of the following

survey numbers:-

Sl.  Petitioner's Name W.P.(MD)No. Survey No.

No.

1. Kalyanasundaram 12620 of 2022 Survey No.
438A/1A1A, Re-
Survey No.622/1

2. Duraipandian 21746 of 2022 Survey No.747/12

Thus, the overwhelming documentary evidence on record indicates that
there cannot be any serious objection to the registration of the subject

document.

13. Accordingly, I am inclined to dispose of this Writ Petition by
directing the first respondent to exercise the powers conferred under
Section 84(2) of the Registration Act, 1908, and consider the petitioner's
request for registration in the light of the aforesaid documents and in
accordance with law. It is open to the petitioner to produce copies of the
above-mentioned documents before the first respondent in support of her

claim for registration.
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14. The Writ Petition stands disposed of accordingly. No costs.

NCC : Yes/ No 16.07.2026
smn2 (1/3)
To

1.The Sub Registrar,
Sub Registrar Office,
Sankarankovil,
Tenkasi District.

2.The Assistant Commissioner / Executive Officer ,
Arulmigu Sankaranarayanaswamy Temple,
Sankarankovil, Tenkasi District.
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C.SARAVANAN, J.

smn?2
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16.07.2026
(1/3)




