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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 18.06.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE ABDUL QUDDHOSE 

CRP (PD)Nos.2966 and 2967 of 2014

N. Murugan ... Petitioner in both CRPs

           Vs

D. Prabakar ... Respondent in CRP (PD) No.2966 of 2014
A. Kasthuri ... Respondent in CRP (PD) No.2967 of 2014

Prayer in CRP (PD) No.2966 of 2014 : Civil  Revision  Petition 

filed under Article 227 of the Constitution of  India to set  aside the 

order dated 14.03.2014 passed in I.A. No.222 of 2013 in Probate O.P. 

No.65  of  2013  on  the  file  of  the  learned  Principal  District  Judge, 

Kancheepuram District at Chengalpattu by allowing this Civil Revision 

petition. 

Prayer in CRP (PD) No.2967 of 2014 : Civil  Revision  Petition 

filed under Article 227 of the Constitution of  India to set  aside the 

order dated 14.03.2014 passed in I.A. No.207 of 2013 in Probate O.P. 
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No.65  of  2013  on  the  file  of  the  learned  Principal  District  Judge, 

Kancheepuram District at Chengalpattu by allowing this Civil Revision 

petition. 

For petitioner  in both CRPs  : No appearance
For respondent in 
   CRP (PD) No.2966 of 2014 : Mr.K.C. Krishnamoorthy
For respondent in 
   CRP (PD) No.2967 of 2014 : Mr.N.Suresh

COMMON ORDER

During  the  last  hearing date  i.e.  On 13.06.2019,  the  learned 

counsel for the petitioner  submitted that he is unable to contact his 

client and he sought time to get instructions, as to whether anything 

survives for adjudication in this matter or not. 

 2. Today, when the matter is listed, the learned counsel for the 

petitioner  submits that the petitioner has given change of vakalth and 

the entire papers have been handed over to his client.  Till date, even 

after obtaining change of vakalath, the petitioner has neither entered 

appearance as a party-in-person or engaged a learned counsel. The 

Civil Revision Petitions are of the year 2014 and the matter has been 

listed under the caption “for withdrawal”, today and also considering 

the  long  pendency  of  the  Civil  Revision  Petitions,  it  can  now   be 
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inferred that  the petitioner is not interested to prosecute the revision 

petitions.  Accordingly, the   Civil Revision Petitions are dismissed for 

non prosecution.  No costs.  Consequently, connected miscellaneous 

petition is closed. 

                                     18.06.2019
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ABDUL QUDDHOSE, J.
vsi2

                                                                                            

To
The Principal District Judge, 
Kancheepuram District at Chengalpattu 

CRP (PD)Nos.2966 and 2967 of 2014

18.06.2019
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