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Copy oi:
IN il dlgd COURY OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
friday tne seveanteenth day of November

One thousand nine hundred and seventy eight

PRESENT :
The iHonourable dsr. Justice M.M. lIsmail

Civil Revision Petition No.3557 of 19760

K. Shanuwugarajan .. Petitioner (Appellant)
Vs.
fae Authorised Uificer (Land Reforms), Respondent (Respondent)
firunelveli

Petition under Section 83 of tne idamil Nadu Land Reforms
(Fixation of Ceiling on Laud) Act, 58/61 praying tne digh Court
to revise the order of the Land fribunali (Principal Subordinate
Judge ), dated 25th uUctober 1976 and made in C.u.A. {(LT) No.7 of
1975 (MHI/73/ 3/AMB/ oa tne rile of tune Autnorised Officer, “and
Reforms, Pirunelveli.

GRUER : ’

fhis petition coming on for orders as to admission on this
day upon perusing the petition, the order or the Lower Court and
the record in tne case and upon hearing the arguments of
Mr. K. sundaram for m/s. Aliyar and Dolia A.L. Zomayaji and
Susawm Joseph for the petitionmer and of the Additional vovernment
Pleader on benali of the Kespondeut the court made the following

order :—-—

fnis is a petition to revise tne order, dated 25th day of
Uctober, 1976 in-C.M.A. (LT) Nos7 of 1975. The petitdoner nerein
coutended berore the ‘iribunal that ne nad transferred certain
extent of iand under unregistered agreements in favour of hnis
mother and two sisters on 25ti Septewber 1969 and that tanereiore
the exteut of laund covered by tnose documents wust be excluded
for tue purpose of fixiag tne ceiling of tne petitioner, The
iribunal found that tue transfer oi title in immovable property
could not be eifected by means of unregistered documents and that
thereiore no transier had taken place actually. 1The Iribunal
accordingly neld that tne petitioner's request could not be
acceded to. 1The petitiomner produced kist receipt for the

purpose of showing that it was tae transferees who were paying
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the kist. Very rigintly the fribunal declined to place any
reliance on tne kist receipts, because so long as there was no
valid and eifective trausfer oif property by means of a registered
documents, tae mere production of kist receipts would not prove
transfer of title. dence, therc is no merit whatever in this
revision petition and it is accordingly dismissed. There will

no orders as to costs.

(Sd.) K.V. Ramachandran,
Assistant Hegistrar.
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