
C.M.P.No.15076 of 2019 and Rev. Aplw. No. SR 73131 of 2019

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED:  22.01.2020

CORAM :

THE HON'BLE MR.A.P.SAHI, CHIEF JUSTICE

AND

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SUBRAMONIUM PRASAD

C.M.P.No.15076 of 2019
and Rev. Aplw. No. SR 73131 of 2019

in W.A.No.472 of 2013

1.The Member Secretary,
   Tamil Nadu Uniformed Services Recruitment Board,
   No.807, P.T. Lee, Chengaalvaraya Naicker Maaligai,
   Anna Salai, Chennai – 600 002.

2.The Superintendent of Police,
   Office of the Superintendent of Police,
   Cuddalore District.

3.The Inspector of Police,
   Pudupettai Police Station,
   Panruti, Cuddalore District. .. Petitioners

vs.

V.Jayavarthanan .. Respondent

__________
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C.M.P.No.15076 of 2019 and Rev. Aplw. No. SR 73131 of 2019

Petition filed under Section 5 of the Limitation Act to condone the 

delay of 392 days in filing the Review Application against the order 

dated  24.04.2018  made in  W.A.No.472  of  2013  on  the  file  of  this 

Court.

Review Application filed under Order 47 Rule 1 & 2 r/w 114 of 

CPC seeking to review the order passed in W.A.No.472 of 2013 dated 

24.04.2018 on the file of this Court.

For Petitioners : Ms.Narmada Sampath
Addl. Advocate General
assisted by
Mr.V.Kadhirvelu
Spl. Government Pleader
(Higher Education)

ORDER
(Order of the Court was made by The Hon'ble Chief Justice)

  Ms.Narmada  Sampath,  learned  Additional  Advocate  General 

has invited the attention of the Court to paragraph 13 of the judgment 

to contend that there is an error apparent on the face of the record, 

inasmuch as the Division Bench did not properly notice the fact that 

the respondent had himself not disclosed correct facts.

__________
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C.M.P.No.15076 of 2019 and Rev. Aplw. No. SR 73131 of 2019

2.  There  is  a  delay  of  392  days  in  filing  of  this  Review 

Application.  The explanation given is not satisfactory and therefore, 

we  are  not  inclined  to  condone  the  delay  in  filing  of  the  Review 

Application.  

3. Even otherwise the contention raised does not fall within the 

corners of  error apparent on the face of the record as the judgment 

records  findings  upon  appreciation  of  relevant  facts  that  does  not 

disclose any material having been omitted or ignored.

The  delay  condonation  petition  is,  accordingly,  dismissed. 

Consequently, the Review Application is also rejected.

(A.P.S., CJ.)           (S.P., J.)
22.01.2020           

Index : Yes/No
bbr

__________
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C.M.P.No.15076 of 2019 and Rev. Aplw. No. SR 73131 of 2019

To:

1.The Member Secretary,
   Tamil Nadu Uniformed Services Recruitment Board,
   No.807, P.T. Lee, Chengaalvaraya Naicker Maaligai,
   Anna Salai, Chennai – 600 002.

2.The Superintendent of Police,
   Office of the Superintendent of Police,
   Cuddalore District.

3.The Inspector of Police,
   Pudupettai Police Station,
   Panruti, Cuddalore District.

__________
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C.M.P.No.15076 of 2019 and Rev. Aplw. No. SR 73131 of 2019

THE HON'BLE CHIEF JUSTICE
AND             

SUBRAMONIUM PRASAD,J.

bbr

 

C.M.P.No.15076 of 2019 
and Rev. Aplw. No. SR 73131 of 2019

22.01.2020

__________
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