
IN THE COURT OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT MUNSIF,  ATTUR.

       PRESENT: -THIRU . G.YUVARAJ, M.A., M.L.,       
                      PRINCIPAL DISTRICT MUNSIF, ATTUR.

TUESDAY THE 24th DAY OF NOVEMBER 2021

ORIGINAL SUIT NO.543/2006
(CNR No. TNSA-1300-0073-2006)

Sellammal representation by her

General Power of Attorney Agent 

Angamuthu     .. Plaintiff

-versus-

1. The State Represented by

     The District Collector, Salem    

2. The Tahsildar, Attur

3. The Village Administrative Officer,

Appamasamuthiram

4. The Sub-Registrar, Attur

5. Ramesh

6. Tamilarasi

7. Santhi  ..Defendants

Amended Plaint copy as per the order in I.A.1/2020 dated 19.03.2020
   
This suit for coming on this day for hearing before me in the presence of Thiru.

K.  Thiyagarajan,  Advocate  for  the  Plaintiff  and  of  Thiru.  P.  Sivarajan,  Advocate

(Pleader doing Govenment work) for the 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th defendants and of Thiru. A.

Rajeshkanna, Advocate for the 5th defendant and of Thiru. S. Saminathan, Advocate

for the 6th, 7th defendants and this court delivered the following:-  

JUDGEMENT

Suit for directing the defendants No.2 and 3 to entry the plaintiff's name in the

revenue records by means of Mandatory injunction, for declaration the Sale =



-2-

Agreement executed by the 5th defendant infavour of the 6th and 7th defendants Dated 

13.11.2006 registered as Document No.4102/2006 in Attur Sub-registrar's Office is

null  and  void;  consequently  restraining  the  4th defendant  from  registered  any

encumbrance created by the 5th defendant infavour of the 6th and 7th defendants or

third parties regarding the suit property and the defendants No.5 to 7 from in any way

creating  encumbrance  over  the  suit  property  by  means  of  permanent  injunction,

Intimate  the decree   to  the  Sub Registrar,  Attur  to  register  the  same in the  E.C.

register  maintained and for cost of the suit.

No  representation  for  plaintiff   by  her  power  Agent.   In  this  case,  on

20.01.2016 itself,  plaintiff  was  examined in   chief    Thereafter,  she  is  not  cross

examined till date.  Pw1 is not turned up.  For subjecting to cross examination.  Suit

is more than 15 years old.  But the plaintiff is not interest to further proceed with the

suit.  Hence,  suit is dismissed for default.  No cost.

Dictated to the Typist, typed by her and Pronounced by me in the open court,

on this the 24th day of November 2021.  

                     (Sd/- G. Yuvaraj)
        PRINCIPAL DISTRICT MUNSIF,

ATTUR.


