
W.P.No.22738 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 26.06.2025

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE Mr.JUSTICE C.KUMARAPPAN

W.P.No.22738 of 2025

Dr.Deebiga ... Petitioner

Vs.

1. The District Collector,
    O/o. District Collectorate,
    Dharmapuri District,
    Dharmapuri – 636705.

2. Murugan
3. P.Ramu
4. Sudha    ...  Respondents

Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the  Constitution  of  India 

praying to issue a Writ of Certiorari, calling for the records in order dated 

19.01.2022 issued by the first respondent in Na.Ka.No.14251/2021/A2 and 

quash the same. 

For Petitioner : Ms.Y.Kavitha
For Respondents : Mr.N.Naveen Kumar,

  Government Advocate (for R1)  
*****
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O R D E R

 The  instant  writ  petition  has  been  filed  challenging  order  dated 

19.01.2022 passed by the first respondent.

2.  The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  would  submit  that  the 

petitioner had given a complaint against the second respondent, alleging that 

he had issued a false No Objection Certificate to the third respondent, who is 

none other than the petitioner's father. According to the petitioner, though his 

mother  died  on  01.11.2014,  his  father,  the  third  respondent,  married  the 

fourth respondent and that the fourth respondent was not a divorcee and had 

a subsisting marriage at the time of marrying the third respondent. It is the 

submission of the learned counsel for the petitioner that there was a duty cast 

upon  the  second  respondent  to  verify  the  divorce  order  granted  by  the 

jurisdictional Court. However, the second respondent issued a No Objection 

Certificate based on an agreement submitted by the fourth respondent. The 

authority,  vide  the  impugned  order,  did  not  take  into  consideration  the 

material aspects and passed an order contrary to the factual position.
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3.  However,  the  said  contention  was  strongly  objected  to  by  the 

learned Government Advocate appearing for the fifth respondent, who would 

invite the attention of this Court to the submission of the decree of divorce in 

O.S. No. 165 of 2011, wherein the fourth respondent obtained a decree of 

divorce, vide order dated 07.02.2012. 

4. Though the petitioner's counsel would challenge such a submission, 

under the writ jurisdiction, this Court cannot go into the factual position of 

the matter. On perusing the order of the authority, this Court does not find 

any perversity.

5.  It  is  a  well-settled  principle  of  law  that  the  possibility  of  an 

alternative  view  cannot  be  a  ground  to  interfere  with  the  order  of  the 

authorities concerned while exercising the power of judicial review. Hence, 

this Court does not find any merit in the instant Writ Petition.
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6. Accordingly, this Writ Petition is dismissed. No costs.

                                26.06.2025 
     

kv
Index  : Yes/No
Speaking order /Non Speaking Order
Neutral Citation : Yes/No

To

The District Collector,
O/o. District Collectorate,
Dharmapuri District,
Dharmapuri – 636705.
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C.KUMARAPPAN, J.
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