IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 11.11.2020
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.PARTHIBAN
W.P.No.15861 of 2020
K.S.Shivakumaran ... Petitioner
Versus

1.The Inspector General of Registration,
Department of Registration,
No.100, Santhome High Road,
Chennai 600 028.

2.The Deputy Inspector General of Registration,
Office of the DIG Registration,
Near DSP Rountana,
Velapadi,
Vellore-632 001.

3.The District Registrar,
Office of Distriet Registrar,
Cheyyar, 604407,
Tiruvannamalai District.

4.The Sub Registrar,
Registrar Office,
Arani 632 301,
Thiruvannamalai District. ... Respondents

PRAYER : petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying for issuance of a Writ of Mandamus, directing the
1 and 2" respondents to conduct an enquiry against the fourth
respondent in respect of Document No.25 of 2015 on the file of
the fourth respondent.

For Petitioner : Mr.S.Jeyakumar

For Respondents : Mr.T.M.Pappiah, SGP for Rl & R2
Mr.J.Pothiraj, SGP for R3 & R4

ORDER

This writ petition has been filed to direct the 1°%* and 2™
respondents to conduct an enquiry against the fourth respondent
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in respect of Document No.25 of 2015, on the file of the fourth
respondent.

2. According to the petitioner, the fourth respondent has
committed irregularity 1in respect of the document submitted by
him in discharge of his duties. According to him, there was some
property dispute between him and one private party and in the
said transaction, the fourth respondent appears to have made
some mutation in the records illegally. Therefore, a complaint
was lodged with the local police, Thiruvannamalai in February
2018. The petitioner claims to have also filed a suit on the
file of the District Munsif Court, Arani and the fourth
respondent has also been impleaded as a party in the said suit.

3. This Court  is wunable to appreciate as to how at the
instance of the petitioner, the official respondents could be
directed to take action against the fourth respondent in
discharge of the official duty. The extraordinary Jjurisdiction
of this Court is certainly not available for the petitioner to
settle his / personal scores with the fourth respondent. The
constitutional Jjurisdiction of this Court cannot be dragged into
the personal quarrel between the petitioner and the fourth
respondent.

4. In any case, the petitioner has chosen to. approach the
Civil Court and the fourth respondent is also a party before the
Civil Court -as averred by the petitioner himself and the
petitioner appears to have also approached the police concerned
and made a complaint against the fourth respondent, that being
the case, the petitioner cannot be allowed to obtain a seemingly
innocuous direction from, this Court in order to promote his
personal agenda and in furtherance of his personal grudge in the
matter of his transaction with the fourth respondent.

5. On the whole, this Court 1is of the view that the writ
petition is filed with i1l motive and lacks bonafide and hence
dismissed. No costs.

sd/-
Assistant Registrar

//True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
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To

1.The Inspector General of Registration,
Department of Registration,
No.100, Santhome High Road,
Chennai 600 028.

2.The Deputy Inspector General of Registration,
Office of the DIG Registration,
Near DSP Rountana,
Velapadi,
Vellore-632 001.

3.The District Registrar,
Office of District Registrar,
Cheyyar, 604407,
Tiruvannamalai District.

4.The Sub Registrar,
Registrar Office,
Arani 632 301,
Thiruvannamalai-District.

W.P.No.15861 of 2020

KJ (CO)
NS (29/12/2020)

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



