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Prayer : Civil Revision Petition is filed under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India, to set aside the fair and decreetal order
dated 04.02.2017 passed in TR.O.P No.48 of 2016 on the file of the
learned Principal District Judge, Dindigul.

For Petitioners : Mr.D.Venkatesh

For Respondents : Mr.S.Srinivasaraghavan for
Mr.T.LeninKumar for R1 to R3

Mr.M.P.Senthil for R4 to R8, &
R10 to R12, R14 to R17
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ORDER

0.8 No.214 of 1986 (Re—-numbered as 0.S No.230 of 2008) on the
file of the District Munsif Court, Palani was instituted by the
respondents 1 to 3 herein. Preliminary decree has already been
passed as early as on 17.03.1993. Thereafter, final decree
application was taken out and it is still pending. Of course, there
has been some progress 1in the final decree proceedings. An
Advocate Commissioner has inspected the property and also filed his
report. Subsequently, the revision petitioners filed 0.S No.265
of 2014 seeking partition on the file of the Sub court, Palani.
The revision petitioners herein wanted both the proceedings to be
tried together. With this object in view, the revision
petitioners filed TR OP No.48 of 2016 before the Principal District
Judge, Dindigul seeking transfer of the final decree proceedings
from the file of the District Munsif Court to the Sub Court,
Palani to try along with the suit in 0.S No.265 of 2014. The
learned Principal District Judge, Dindigul dismissed TR OP No.48 of
2016 by order dated 04.02.2017. Questioning the same, this civil
revision petition has been filed.

2 .Heard the learned counsel on either side.

3.There 1is a Dbroad overlapping 1in respect of the suit

properties 1in Dboth the suit proceedings. If the revision
petitioners had filed their application for Jjoint trial before
passing of the preliminary decree 1in the said suit, then the
request for joint trial would have been acceptable. But then, the
earlier suit filed by the respondents 1 to 3 herein had already
crossed the stage of the preliminary decree. Therefore, at this
point of time, ordering joint trial is simply impossible. The
learned counsel for the respondents submitted that the revision

petitioners wanted to get themselves impleaded in the final decree
proceedings and their application for getting themselves impleaded
was dismissed. Challenging the same, they had filed a civil
revision petition and the same was also dismissed by this Court in
CRP (PD) (MD)Nos.337 & 338 of 2014 on 13.03.2014.

4.The learned Principal District Judge, Dindigul is justified

in coming to the conclusion that the prayer made by the
petitioners herein for Jjoint trial is not possible of acceptance.
The reasons assigned by the court below are sustained. There 1is
no merit in this civil revision petition. It stands dismissed. No
costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition 1s also
dismissed.

sd/-

Assistant Registrar (CS-I1I)
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Sub Assistant Registrar (CS-I)



To
The Principal District Judge, Dindigul.

+lcc to Mr.D.Venkatesh, Advocate Sr.No.90891
+lcc to Mr.T.LeninKumar, Advocate Sr.No.90883
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