1
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 19.09.2017
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MS.JUSTICE V.M.VELUMANI

Review Application No.118 of 2003
in C.R.P(PD).N0.1312 of 2002

1. Veenotha Industries,
Rep. By its Partnership
K.Srinivasan (Deceased),
Through its present partnership
K.Sundarajulu

2. N.Jayalakshmi
3. K.Devarajulu

4. K.Sundarajulu .. Review
Applicants/petitioners

Vs.

Manomani Ammal .. Respondent/
Respondent

PRAYER: Review Application filed under Order 47 Rule 1 Read with
Section 114 C.P.C to review the order of this Court dated
27.12.2002, made in C.R.P.(PD)No0.1312 of 2002 on the file of this

Court.

For Petitioners : M/s.Usharaman
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For Respondent : No appearance
ORDER

The petitioners in the Review Application has come out with
the present Review Application to review the order dated
27.12.2002, made in C.R.P.(PD)No0.1312 of 2002 on the file of this
Court, on the ground that the portion allotted to the respondent

landlord is a very small extent and it is of no use to her.

2. This. Court dismissed the Civil Revision Petition on the
ground that the Trial Court has determined the extent of land which
review applicant requires for their use. This Court rejected the
contention of the review applicant that even though the small
portion of the land was permitted to retain by the respondent
landlord, she cannot be forced to sell that portion to the review

applicant.

3. A reading of the order sought to be reviewed reveals that

there is no error apparent in-the order. Under these circumstances,

the Review Application is dismissed. No costs.
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