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| TEM NO. 101(P. H.) COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON XV
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7800 CF 2001
STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

BASANT NAHATA
(Wth office report )

Date: 23/11/2004 This Appeal

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHCOK BHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

For Appellant(s) M. Aruneshwar QGupta, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Manjeet Chaw a, Adv.

UPON heari ng counsel
ORDER

The Legi sl ature of Raj ast han,
n Act,

azette,
c policy. Several
chal | enged the constitutional
n 22A

Respondent ( s)

was called on for hearing today.

the Court made the follow ng

by Act 16 of 1976 inserted Section 22A in the Indian Registratio
1908 providing therein that the State Governnent nay,
declare that the registration of any docunent or class of docunent
notifications were issued under the said provision
validity of Section 22A of the notification issued under Sectio
The Hi gh Court of Rajasthan has struck down Section 22A as well

by notification in the Oficial G
i s opposed to publi
The respondent herein

as the notification is

sued thereunder inter alia on the ground that sufficient guidelines were not provided in the s

ection authorising the State to declare any docunent
lic policy.
Lear ned counsel

for the petitioner has brought to our notice that the States of Bihar,

or class of docunent to be opposed to pub

Quj ar at

, Karnataka, Maharashtra and Meghal aya have al so made similar State amendnents in the Registra

tion Act.
arnat aka, Maharashtra and Meghal aya as wel |,
se States as well.
Notice of this appeal
ndi ng Counsel s of the concerned States in this Court
Addi tional docunents taken on record.

To conme up in January, 2005.

(G V. Ranmana) (Vi j ay Dhawan)
Court MasterCourt Master

Since the decision in this case is likely to affect the States of Bihar,
we deemit appropriate to afford a hearing to tho

be served on the Advocate Generals of these States as wel |

Qujarat, K

as on the Sta
returnabl e after six weeks.



