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 The case of the pet it ioners is that  they purchased the subject  property 

under registered sale deed dated 6.12.2014 and that  their  nam es were also 

m utated in the revenue records.  When they intended to sell the said 

property and presented the docum ent  to the 2nd respondent  – Sub Regist rar,  

he refused to register the sam e on the ground that  he received a 

com m unicat ion dated 8.8.2016 from  the Deputy Superintendent  of Police, 

purported to be under Sect ion 102 Cr.P.C. requir ing him  not  to allow any 

further sale t ransact ion in respect  of the subject  property, as the 1st 

pet it ioner and others are facing allegat ions in a cr im inal case in 

Cr.No.27/ 2006 under Sect ions 420, 408, 467, 477(A)  and 120(B)  read with 

34 I PC of Penam aluru Police Stat ion Vijayawada City.  Aggrieved by the 

inact ion of the 2nd respondent  – Sub Regist rar in register ing the docum ent  

presented by the pet it ioners for regist rat ion, the present  writ  pet it ion has 

been filed. 

 

 Heard the counsel for the pet it ioners and the learned Assistant  

Governm ent  Pleader for Stam ps and Regist rat ion. 

 

 A reading of Sect ion 102 under the chapter VI I  of Cr.P.C. which deal 

with the process to com pel the product ion of things, would m ake it  clear that  

the said provision em powers the police officer to seize any property which 

m ay be alleged or suspected to have been stolen, or which m ay be found 

under circum stances creat ing suspicion of the com m ission of any offence, 



and such seizure shall be reported to the Magist rate having jur isdict ion and 

in case the property cannot  convenient ly be t ransported to court , he m ay 

given the custody of the property to any person on his execut ing a bond 

undertaking to produce the property before the court  as and when required. 

 

 As there is no actual seizure of the property in this case, in m y 

considered view, this provision does not  em power the Police Officials to 

address any com m unicat ion to the regist rat ion departm ent , rest raining them  

from  register ing the docum ent .   Unless the property sought  to be registered 

is prohibited by vir tue of any not ificat ion under Sect ion 22-A of the 

Regist rat ion Act , 1908 or there is any injunct ion orders of a com petent  civil 

court , the Sub Regist rar cannot  refuse to register the docum ent  presented for 

regist rat ion. 

 

Though the learned Assistant  Governm ent  Pleader for Stam ps and 

Regist rar, has sought  adjournm ent  on the last  two occasions for inst ruct ions, 

could not  produce any m ater ial or circular in conform ity with law, or any 

provision, which enables the police officials to rest rain the register ing 

authority from  register ing any docum ent , if the sam e is otherwise in order as 

per law. 

 

For the foregoing reasons, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of at  the stage 

of adm ission direct ing the 2nd respondent  – Regist rar to receive and register 

the docum ent  presented by the pet it ioners for regist rat ion, in respect  of the 

subject  land, provided the sam e is in order under Indian Stamp Act, 1899 and 

the Registration Act, 1908 and the Rules made there under; and is not  in the 

prohibited list  under Sect ion 22-A of the Regist rat ion Act , 1908 and  there 



are no injunct ion orders from  com petent  civil court  rest raining him  from  

register ing the docum ent  presented by the pet it ioners.   No costs. 

 

Miscellaneous pet it ions pending if any, shall stand closed. 
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