BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 29.06.2016
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.VENUGOPAL

Writ Petition (MD). No.11574 of 2016

Nachiammal ... Petitioner

Vs.

1.The Deputy Inspector General of Registration,
Othakadai,
Madurai District.

2.The District Registrar (Registration Department)
Palani, Dindigul District. ... Respondents

Prayer:-Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution
of India for issuance of Writ of Mandamus directing the
respondents to release the Registered Settlement Deed executed by
petitioner's husband in her favour vide document No.49 of 1985
dated 23.01.1985 within a time frame that may be fixed by this
Honourable Court by considering the representation of the
petitioner dated 23.05.2016.

For Petitioner :Mr.S.C.Herold Singh

For Respondents :Mr.V.Muruganandham for RR-1 & 2
Additional Govt. Pleader

ORDEHR

Heard both sides.
2. By consent, the main writ petition itself is taken up

for final disposal.

3. According to the petitioner, the settlement deed dated
26.09.1983 (mentioned in his representation as 26.09.1983- but the

correct date according to the petitioner is 23.01.1985) was
registered as document No.49/1985. It appears that the said
document requires payment of deficit stamp duty and the petitioner
was 1informed that notice would be issued in this regard. But,

https:/hdservicds edate @y inesenvi@ppears that no action has been taken in the subject
matter in issue, notwithstanding the fact that nearly 30 vyears
have elapsed.



4. The petitioner in fact prays for consideration of his
representation dated 23.05.2016, addressed to the Inspector
General of Registration, Madurai and the Deputy Inspector General

of Registration, Madurai. Consequently, the petitioner has not
arrayed  the Inspector General of Registration as one of the
parties to the writ petition. Further, he has chosen to implead

the Deputy Inspector General of Registration, Madurai. It appears
that the petitioner has also not included the concerned Sub
Registrar as one of the parties to the writ proceedings.

5. Considering the fact that the petitioner has not
impleaded the concerned Sub-Registrar 1in whose office document
No.49/1985 dated 23.01.1985 is pending, this Court, taking note of
the present facts and circumstances of the case, 1in an integral
manner, deems fit and proper in directing the petitioner to file a
complete, comprehensive and fresh representation mentioning the
correct authority to whom the same is to be addressed within a
period of one week from the date of receipt of a copy of this
order. If the petitioner presents a fresh petition/representation
in this regard, within the time determined by this Court, then,
the concerned Sub-Registrar, shall 1look into the said fresh
representation of the petitioner and to dispose of the same in
the manner known to Law and in accordance with Law, within a
period of three weeks thereafter. The petitioner is directed to
render her assistance and co-operation to the concerned Sub-
Registrar so as to enable him to deal with the fresh
representation as expeditiously as possible and in any event,
within the time 1limit prescribed by this Court, as mentioned
supra.

6. With the aforesaid observations and direction, the
writ petition stands disposed of. No costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (As)
/True copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar

To
1.The Deputy Inspector General of Registration,
Othakadai,

Madurai District.
https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



2.The District Registrar (Registration Department)
Palani, Dindigul District.

+lcc to Mr.S.C.Herold Singh, Advocate SR.No.33795
+lcc to special Government Pleader SR.No.34093

sm:GSV-PM:SAR III:05.07.2016:3P/5C

Writ Petition (MD) .No.11574 of 2016

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



