
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

C.R.P. No.2336 OF  2017 

 

ORDER: 

 Heard  Mr.Cha lla  Siva  Sankar for petitioner and  perused  the 

order impugned  in the writ petition. 

           On 13.06.2016, respondents herein filed  app lic a tion for 

appointment of Advoc a te Commissioner to note down the physic a l 

fea tures and  to file report into the Court. 

 Learned  Advoc a te appearing  for petitioner reported  no 

ob jec tion and  the tria l Court therea fter c onsidering  the materia l, 

ordered  appointment of Advoc a te Commissioner. Henc e C.R.P. 

 After perusing  the materia l, this Court is of the view tha t on 

the endorsement written by the c ounsel appearing for petitioner, 

the advoc a te Commissioner is appointed  for noting  down the 

physic a l fea tures of the sc hedule mentioned  p roperty.  Petitioner for 

the purpose of filing  the C.R.P., has not sa tisfac torily shown as to 

how the endorsement of ‘ no ob jec tion’  written by his Advoc a te is 

firstly without authority and  a lterna tively c ausing p rejud ic e to the 

petitioner.  The inspec tion of Advoc a te Commissioner by itself 

c annot be trea ted  as end  on the issue.  The petitioner c an c erta inly 

serve a  work memo if he is advised  on the aspec ts of the matter 

and  the Advoc a te Commissioner’ s report if is required  to be 

c ontested  within four c orners of law, a fter it is filed , the petitioner 

c an c erta inly ava il remed ies.  Sinc e the Advoc a te Commissioner 

was appointed  and  ‘no ob jec tion’  was written by the c ounsel 
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appearing  for the petitioner, in the fac t situa tion of the c ase, this 

Court is not enquiring  into other grounds urged  in the C.R.P. 

 The C.R.P. fa ils and  is d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

  
     

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date: 30.06.2017 
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