IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 09. 08. 2021
CORAM :
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTI CE G K. | LANTHI RAI YAN
W P. NO 42763 OF 2016

A. Radhakri shnan
Petitioner

-Vs-

1. The Sub Registrar,
Ti rupor ur,
Kanchi puram Di strict.

2. Anwar R P. M Adam
R2 i npl eaded as per order
this Court dated 19.06. 2017
in WM P. No. 16296 of 2017
in WP. No. 42763 of 2016
Respondent s

Prayer :- Wit Petition filed wunder Article 226 of the
Constitution of India praying for the issuance of a Wit of
Mandanmus, directing the respondent to assign regular nunber to
the sale deed dated 27.07.2009 executed in favour of the
petitioner in pending docunent No.P200990224, on the file of the
respondent and to release the sanme to petitioner based on the
petitioner's representation dated 26.09. 2016.

For Petitioner . No appear ance
For Respondents
For RL : M.Richardson WI son

Gover nnent Advocat e.

For R2 : M .R Kannan
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ORDER

The Wit Petition has been filed to direct the first
respondent to assign regular nunber to the sale deed dated
27.07.2009, which was presented for registration in Docunent
No. P200990224 on the file of the first respondent and to
rel ease the sane to the petitioner based on his representation
dat ed 26.09. 2016.

2. Heard M .Ri chardson WIson, | earned Gover nnent
Advocate appearing for the first respondent and M .R Kannan,
| earned counsel appearing for the second respondent. No one is
appeared on behalf of the petitioner.

3. According to the petitioner, he purchased the
subject property by the sale deed dated 27.07.2009 from
G Bhuvaneswari and Saral adevi represented through their Power
Agent one Aiswarya. Thereafter, the said sale deed was presented
for registration in pending docunent No.P200990224. At that
juncture, the second respondent also clainmed the very sane
property and obstructed the  petitioner's possession and
enjoynent of the said property. The second respondent clained
the subject property through a registered sale deed vide
Docunent No. 7737 of 2007 executed by the said A swarya.

4. In this regard, the petitioner also |odged conpl aint
and subsequently he cane to know that the said A swarya was
i npersonated as if, the original owners executed the Power of
Attorney in her favour and through her the alleged sale deed
executed in favour of the second respondent. The petitioner
further averred that he has purchased the subject property for
val uabl e consideration and prayed to direct the first respondent
to assign regul ar docunent nunber to the pending sal e deed.

5. The | earned CGovernnent Advocate appearing for the
first respondent filed counter and submtted that on the
conplaint |odged by the petitioner, the Inspector of Police,
CBCI D, Kancheepuram registered a case and after investigation,
they filed final report and the same has been taken cogni zance
in C CNo.17 of 2015 on the file of the |earned Judicial
Magi strate No.l, Chengalpattu. In the said crine, the docunent
which was pending on the file of the first respondent in
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docunent No. P200990224 has been seized by the |Inspector of
Pol i ce, Kancheepuram and it is part and parcel of the material
evidence in C C No.17 of 2015. Therefore only after trial, the
direction sought for in this Wit Petition can be considered by
the first respondent.

6. Considering the above facts and circunstances of the
case, the prayer sought for in this petition cannot be
considered and the Wit Petition is devoid of nerits and |iable

to be dismssed. Accordingly, this Wit Petition stands
di sm ssed. There shall be no order as to costs.

Sd/ -
Assi st ant Regi strar (CS-V)
/'l True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar

To
The Sub Regi strar,
Ti rupor ur,
Kanchi puram Di strict.
+1cc to the Governnment Pl eader, S.R No.39457
W P. No. 42763 of 2016

PCH( CO)
RLP( 16/ 09/ 2021)
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