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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

DATED: 28.08.2017

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE Mr. JUSTICE M.DURAISWAMY

W.P.No.22840 of 2017  &

W.M.P.No.24008 of 2017

Sri La Sri Kakakasabai Swamigal
33rd Pontiff, Sri Chadambaram Pathapoojai
Ambalathadum Swamigal Thirumadam
No.58, A mbalathadum Swamigal Madam Street
Pondicherry - 605 001                           .. Petitioner 

v.  

1. The Inspector General of Registration
    Santhome, Chennai - 28

2. The District Registrar
    Tiruvannamalai District

3. The Joint Registrar No.2 
    Thiruvannamalai 

4.  P.Kumar

5.  K.V.Kanthakumar

6.  V.Kannadasan

7.  K.Natarajan

8.  S.Durai

9.  S.Ravi

10.S.Ramachandran

11.S.Subramani    .. Respondents http://www.judis.nic.in
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Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India to 

issue a Writ of  certiorarified mandamus, calling for the records of  the 

District  Registrar,  "Thiruvannamalai,  the  2nd  respondent  herein 

culminating in proceedings No.3640/B1/2016 dated 22.12.2016 and quash 

the  same  and  further  direct  the  3rd  respondent  Sub  Registrar, 

Thiruvannamalai  to  cancel  the  settlement  deeds   Doc.Nos.5233/2011, 

5244/2011, 5234, 5235 and 5245 and 5303/2011 registered on 18.05.2011, 

19.05.2011, 23.05.2011 and 01.06.2011 respectively in the 3rd respondent 

office.

       For Petitioner         : Mr.P.Wilson, Senior Counsel
     for Mr.K.Balakrishnan

 For Respondents :   Mr.S.N.Parthasarathy
    Govt. Advocate - for R1 to R3

ORDER

      Mr.S.N.Parthasarath, learned Government Advocate, takes notice 

for the respondents 1 to 3.

2. Mr.P.Wilson, learned Senior Counsel appearing for the petitioner 

sought the permission of this court to withdraw the writ petition with liberty 

to  file  an  appeal   as  against  the  impugned  order  passed  by  the  2nd 

respondent  .   The  learned  counsel  on  record   has   also  made  an 

endorsement to that effect.  
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3.  In  view of  the  same,  the  writ  petition  stands  dismissed  as 

withdrawn.  It is open to the petitioner to challenge the impugned order 

dated 22.12.2016  before the 1st respondent in accordance with law.  In 

the event of the 1st respondent entertaining the appeal to be filed by the 

petitioner, the petitioner is at liberty to raise all the issues before the 1st 

respondent.       No costs.     Consequently,  connected  miscellaneous 

petition is closed. 

 28.08.2017

Index  :  Yes/No 

Note    :  Registry is directed to return the original  impugned 
             order dated 22.12.2016  to the counsel for the petitioner

Rj 

To

1. The Inspector General of Registration
    Santhome, Chennai - 28

2. The District Registrar
    Tiruvannamalai District

3. The Joint Registrar No.2 
    Thiruvannamalai 
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M.DURAISWAMY, J

Rj

W.P.No.22840 of 2017  &

W.M.P.No.24008 of 2017

 

28.08.2017
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