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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 20.03.2018

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM

Rev. Aplc (MD)No.9 of 2018
in

W.P(MD)NO.9420 of 2012

K.Ramprasad : Petitioner 
vs.

1.The Commissioner,
   Madurai Corporation,
   Madurai.

2.The Corporation Educational Officer,
   Madurai Corporation,
   Madurai.         : Respondents
                   
PRAYER: Review Application is filed under Order 47, Rule 1 Read with
Section 114 of C.P.C., against the order dated 07.02.2018 made in
W.P(MD)NO.9420 of 2012.

Prayer in WP(MD). 9420/ 2012 :
         Writ  Petition  is  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution  of  India,  praying  this  Court  to  issue  a  Writ  of
Mandamus,  in  the  nature  of  writ  ,  directing  the  respondents  to
consider  the  petitioner  for  appointment  on  the  basis  of
compassionate ground. 

For Petitioner :  Mr.K.Samidurai
For Respondents :  Mr.R.Murali

O R D E R 

The present Review application has been preferred on the
ground that when the writ petition was taken up for final hearing on
07.02.2018,  the learned counsel for the writ petitioner was not
aware of the fact that the petitioner was already appointed into the
Government  service  on  05.04.2013.   The  writ  petitioner  had  not
informed the learned counsel for the petitioner about this fact.
Thus, the learned counsel for the petitioner was unable to submit
before  this  Court  that  the  writ  petitioner  had  already  been
appointed in Government service.
  

2.At the out set, the present review petition has been filed on
account  of  the  fact  that  the  writ  petitioner  was  appointed  in
Government service during the pendency of the writ petition and this
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fact was not informed to the learned counsel for the petitioner at
the time of taking up the writ petition for final hearing. Thus, the
writ petitioner is constrained to move the present review petition. 

3.Though  the  fact  relating  to  the  appointment  of  the  writ
petitioner was available, the same was not properly informed to the
learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner.  Thus, this
Court  is  inclined  to  consider  the  present  review  application
submitted by this writ petitioner. 

4.Accordingly,  the  order  passed  in  W.P(MD)No.9420  of  2012,
dated 07.02.2018 is recalled and the writ petition stands closed. 

5.In view of the above, the review application stands disposed
of. 
     Sd/-

Assistant Registrar(CO)

/True Copy/                 

Sub Assistant Registrar

To

1.The Commissioner,
   Madurai Corporation,
   Madurai.

2.The Corporation Educational Officer,
   Madurai Corporation,
   Madurai.

+1cc to M/S.K.Samidurai, Advocate  SR.No. 56990 
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