IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 21.09. 2021
CORAM :
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTI CE G K. | LANTHI RAI YAN
W P. No. 8195 of 2010
Ravi @ Shannughasundar am ...Petitioner
Vs.
1. The District Registrar,
Regi strati on Depart nent,
Chengl eput District.
2. The Sub-Regi strar,

Thi rukazhukundram Regi stration Ofice,
Kancheepuram Di stri ct.

w

. E. Bal asundar am

N

. A. Jagada
5. R Ganapat hy

[RR3 to R5 inpleaded as per order dated 22.10.2010
in MP.No.1 of 2010 in WP.No.8195 of 2010]

6. E. Radhakri shnan

7. G Muni yanma

8. G Thangavel

9. G Mahendr an

10. G Poongot hali

11. E. Kunmar asany

12. B. Loganbal @ Loganayagi
13. L. Thayar anmal

14. Radha

15. Sundar i
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16. Kanni yamal
17. T. Janbul i ngam
18. Devendr an

19. Neel avat hi

20. El | anmral

21. A . Nit hya

22. A. Prakash
23. A Vijay

24. Kri shnan

25. Sar oj a

26. Mekkavan

27. A. Thangamal
28. A. Vi j ayar angan
29. A. Pugal vandhan
30. A Ganesan
31. Mal li ka

32. Padmavat hi

33. Chi nnamal

34. G Subr amani
35. G Kri shnan

36. Kanat chi

37. Prakash

38. Sar aswat hi

39. Prabu

[R-6 to R39 are inpl eaded as per order dated 16.02.2018
in WM P. No. 65 of 2016 in WP.No. 8195 of 2010]
... Respondent s

PRAYER : Wit Petition filed wunder Article 226 of the
Constitution of India, to issue a wit of Certiorarified
Mandamus, to call for the records relating to the inmpugned order
passed by the first respondent made in No.6194/Al/ 2009, dated
04.11.2009 and consequently order passed by the second
respondent herein nmade in Na.Ka.No.318/2009-1 dated 16.12.2009
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and quash the sane as illegal and direct the respondents to
regi ster and deliver the pending docunent Nos.128, 129 and 130
after receipt of the deficit stanp duty submtted by the
petitioner on 20.08.2009 on the file of the second respondent
her ei n.

For Petitioner : M . M Raj endr an

For Respondents M .M R Gokul Krishnan
Gover nnment Advocate (for R1 & R 2)

Not Ready in Notice
(No Appearance) (for R-3 to R 39)

ORDER

This Wit Petition has been filed seeking to call for the
records relating to the inpugned order passed by the first
respondent made in No.6194/ A1/ 2009, dated 04.11.2009 and the
or der passed by the second respondent herein made in
Na. Ka. No. 318/ 2009-1 dated 16.12.2009 and quash the sane as
i1legal and direct the respondents to register and deliver the
pendi ng docunent Nos.128, 129 and 130 after receipt of the
deficit stanp duty submtted by the petitioner on 20.08.2009 on
the file of the second respondent herein.

2. The case of the petitioner is that he purchased the
property conprised in Survey No.165/1A to an extent of 0.57
cents situated at Venkanpakkam Village, Thirukal ukundram Tal uk
Kancheepuram Di strict from the power of attorney of the original
owner and presented the sale deed for registration on
20. 08. 2009. Thereafter, the original owner of the said property
informed the respondents that the power of attorney executed in
favour of one Ganapathy son of Rengadoss was already cancelled
and as such, the power of attorney has no authority to execute
any sale deed in favour of the petitioner. Therefore, the sale
deed which was presented for registration was ordered to be
returned to the petitioners.

3. The | earned counsel for the petitioner submtted that
he had no know edge about the cancellation of the power of
attorney by the original owner in favour of the said Ganapathy
son of Rengadoss. However, the petitioner presented the docunent
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on affixing the stanp duty. Even then the respondents ordered to
return the original sale deed.

4. On a perusal of the records, it reveals that the
petitioner purchased the subject property from the power hol der
of the original owner and presented the sale deed dated
20.08. 2009 for registration. However, the original owner of the
property had al ready cancelled the power of attorney executed in
favour of the said Ganapathy son of Rengadoss. Therefore on the
date of execution of the sale deed viz., on 20.08.2009, there
was no power existing in favour of the power holder and as such,
he had no authority to execute any sale deed. Hence, the second
respondent has rightly ordered to return the docunent which was
presented for registration and this Court finds no infirmty or
illegality in the order passed by the second respondent.

5. In the result, this Wit Petition is dismssed. No

costs.
Sd/ -
Assi stant Regi strar (CCQO
/'l True Copy //
Sub Assistant Registrar
kv
To

1. The District Registrar,
Regi strati on Depart nent,
Chengl eput District.

2. The Sub-Regi strar,
Thi rukazhukundram Regi strati on O fi ce,
Kancheepuram Di stri ct.

+lcc to Ms. M Raj endiran, Advocate SR No.48110

+1cc to the Governnent Pl eader SR No. 48504
W P. No. 8195 of 2010

PMK( CO)
RVM 25/ 10/ 2021)
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