IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATE: 05-08-2016
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.JAICHANDREN

Writ Petition No.641 of 2016
and
W.M.P.No.21192 of 2016

1.G.Lakshmi
2.K.Gajendran .. Petitioners

VIS

1.The Inspector General of Registration

No.100, Santhome High Road

Chennai-28.

2.The District Registrar

Office of the District Registrar

Chengalpattu.

3.Umadevi

4 .Gopinath ... Respondents

Prayer : The writ petition is filed under Article 226 of the

Constitution of 1India praying for the issue of a writ of

mandamus, directing the - second zrespondent to consider and

dispose of the petitioner's representation, dated 30.10.2015.
For Petitioners : M/s.R.Jayaprakash

For Respondent Nos.l & 2 : Mr.K. Dhananjayan
Special Govt. Pleader

For Respondent Nos.3 & 4 : Mr.K.Sathish Kumar
0. R D ER
Heard the learned  counsel, appearing on behalf of the
petitioner, as well as the 1learned counsels, appearing on

behalf of the respondents 1 to 4.

2. This writ petition has been filed by the petitioner,
praying that this Court may be pleased to issue a Writ of

Mandamus, directing the second respondent to consider and
dispose of the representation of the petitioner, dated
30.10.2015.

3. On a perusal of the representation said to have been
mmmeaWw@&Qﬁs&M%mEQﬁwQetitionerr dated 30.10.2015, it is clear that,



on certain allegations, the petitioner has prayed for the
cancellation of the document, dated 27.6.2007, registered as
Document No.8807 of 2007, on the file of the Sub Registrar,
Kunrathur, and to launch criminal prosecution against the
respondents 3 and 4 herein.

4. In the given facts and circumstances of the case, it
would not be open to the petitioners to seek the relief, as
prayed for by them, by way of a writ petition, under Article
226 of the Constitution of 1India. If the petitioners are
shown to be aggrieved, by the acts of the third and the fourth
respondents herein, they may approach the «civil court
concerned, to seek their reliefs, if any, in the manner known
to law.

In such circumstances, as no useful purpose would be
served by directing the second respondent to dispose of the
representation’ of ~the petitioners, dated 30.10.2015, the writ
petition is Jliable to be dismissed. Hence, it is dismissed.
No costs. Consequently, connected W.M.P. is also dismissed.

S A
Asst.Registrar

/true copy/

Sub Asst. Registrar
To

1.The Inspector General of Registration
No.100, Santhome High Road
Chennai-28.

2.The District Registrar
Office of the District Registrar
Chengalpattu.
+1 cc to Mr.R.jayaprakash, advocate,sr.45138
+1 cc to Mr.K.Sathishkumar, advocate,sr.44696
+1 cc to the Govt.Pleader,sr.44867.
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