
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. Nos.12801, 12809, 12838, 20597, 20605, 

                                 20689, 20975  AND 21030 OF 2018 

 

COMMON ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.Mohd . Moin Ahmed  Quadri, Mr.Ch. Khorana  Reddy 

and  Mr.P.Trivikrama Rao, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioners and  the 

lea rned  Government Pleader for respondents.  

 The c ounsel c onsent to d isposing of these writ petitions by this 

c ommon order and  tha t referenc e to one of the p rayers and  

c irc umstanc es would  be suffic ient for d isposing of the ba tc h c ases.  

The sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord  and  ac c ep ted . 

W.P. No. 12801 of 2018: 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 3rd  

respondent in refusing to rec eive the doc uments p resented  by 

petitioner for reg istra tion of Plot No.132, admeasuring 356 square 

ya rds in Survey No.163/ pa rt in the layout of Spac e Employees 

Housing  Welfa re Assoc ia tion (NRSA) a t Hydernagar Village, 

Kuka tpa lly Manda l, Medc ha l-Ma lka jg iri Distric t, as illega l, a rb itra ry 

and  amounts to not exerc ising  the jurisd ic tion c onferred  on the 3rd 

respondent by the Registra tion Ac t. 

 In W.P. No.21030 of 2018 (c ompanion writ petition listed  

today), a fter taking  note of the c omp la int of petitioner, this Court 

on 22.06.2018 passed  the following doc ket order: 

    “The grievance of petitioner is that the 3rd respondent 

is adopting discriminatory approach in registering the 

documents presented for registration covered by 

Sy.No.145/part at Hyderanagar Village.  It is further 

brought to the notice of this Court that this Court has 
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passed several orders to register the documents 

presented for registration of the property referred to 

above.  This Court is unable to fathom the reasons that 

are weighing with the respondents to drive the citizens to 

this Court for registration of property. 

 This Court ought not to be converted as a gateway for 

entering into the office of Sub-Registrar and this Court 

with a view to give quietus, desires the presence of 2nd 

respondent on 26.06.2018. 

 The District Registrar remains present, assist for 

disposing of the writ petitions. 

 This Court may consider initiating action, if 

circumstances warrant, against selective behaviour by 

any of the registering authorities. 

 The Assistant Government Pleader is given liberty to 

communicate the docket order to respondents 1 to 3. 

 Post on 26.06.2018 in adjourned motion list along with 

W.P.Nos.12801, 12809 and 12838 of 2018.” 

 

 The Distric t Reg istra r and  the Joint Sub  Registra r-6 a re p resent 

in the Court. 

 The petitioner relies on the c ommon order da ted  05.02.2018 in 

W.P. Nos.3389, 3399, 3405 and  3420 of 2018 and  c ontends tha t the 

3rd  respondent/ Joint Sub  Registra r is insisting  upon the order of this 

Court for enterta ining  the reg istra tion. Therefore, the petitioner is 

c onstra ined  to file the writ petition. 

 Mr.Mr.Durga  Reddy, lea rned  Government Pleader, firstly 

c ontends tha t there ought not to be ora l refusa l to rec eive a  

doc ument for reg istra tion and  sec ond ly, he c ontends tha t the 

petitioner has approac hed  the Court without ac tua lly p resenting  

the doc uments for reg istra tion. He further submits tha t the c ommon 

order of this Court da ted  05.02.2018 is not restric ting  the power or 
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d isc retion of reg istering  authorities in p roc essing a  doc ument 

p resented  for reg istra tion.  On instruc tions, he submits tha t the 

Distric t Reg istra r and  the Sub  Reg istra r as the c ase may be will 

rec eive the doc uments if p resented  for reg istra tion, p roc ess the 

doc uments; either reg ister the doc uments or pass orders in 

ac c ordanc e with law and  c ommunic a te to the pa rty.  In the c ases, 

where the doc ument is pend ing reg istra tion, the Sub  Registra r 

undertakes to p roc ess the doc ument; either reg ister the doc ument 

or pass orders in ac c ordanc e with law and  c ommunic a te to the 

pa rty.  The sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord . 

 The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly. In view of the 

d isposa l of the writ petition, the rest of the writ petitions a re a lso 

d isposed  of. 

  Person, if is aggrieved  by the c ommunic a tion of the Sub-

Reg istra r, it is need less to observe tha t he/ she c an work out the 

remed ies in ac c ordanc e with law.  While d isposing of the ba tc h of 

writ petitions, this Court has not examined  the merits of the c ase of 

the petitioners or the ob jec tions ra ised  by the respondents. 

No order as to c osts. 

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

 

                                                         ___________ 

                           S.V.BHATT, J 

Date: 26.06.2018  

Stp  

 

 


