IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT NMADRAS
DATED : 09-09-2021
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR, JUSTI CE S. M SUBRAMANI AM

Revi ew Application No. 36 of 2021
in A S. 174/ 2017

K. Chel | appan ... Appel | ant/ Revi ew Petiti oner
VS.

1. Snt . M Panchar ani

2. M Kast huri

3. S. Lakshm

4. S. Sel vi

5. S. Sul ochana .. Respondent s/ Respondent s

Prayer: This Review Application is preferred under Oder XLVII,
Rule 1 read with Section 114 of the Code of G vil Procedure to
review the judgnent and decree dated 20.12.2019 nade in
A. S. No. 174 of 2017.

Prayer in A S. No.174 of 2017: Appeal Suit is preferred under

section 96 of the code of Gvil Procedure against the order
Decree dt.07.11.2016 in O S. No.13 of 2014 on the file of the
| earned District Judge, District Court No.ll Kancheepuram

For Petitioner: M.K Chellappan
(Party-in-Person)

For Respondents: M. R Sreedhar
ORDER

The petitioner, who is the party-in-person, argued the
Review Application at length by taking considerable |ength of
tinme.

2. The petitioner-in-person read over the grounds raised
in the Review Application in entirety.

3. Per usal of the grounds raised in the Review
Application would reveal that the petitioner could not able to
establish any error apparent on the record, enabling this Court
to consider the Review Application.

4. The scope of the review under Order XLVII, Rule 1 of
the Code of Civil Procedure, cannot be expanded, so as to re-
adj udicate the nerits put forth by the petitioner in the Review
Appl i cati on.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



5. This Court considered the nerits and delivered the
j udgment and the grounds raised in the wit petition may be the
grounds for an appeal and not to review the judgnent already
del i vered.

6. The |earned counsel for the respondents objected the
Revi ew Application by stating that the petitioner has raised the
grounds on nerits and thus, the Review Application is not
ent ert ai ned.

7. In view of the fact that the petitioner has not
established any error apparent on record for the purpose of
considering the Review Application, this Court do not find any
other reason for the purpose of reviewing the judgnent dated
20.12. 2019 passed in A S.No.174 of 2017.

8. Accordingly, the Review Application stands dism ssed.
However, there shall be no order as to costs.
Sd/ -
Assi stant Regi strar

/| True Copy//

Sub Assi stant Registrar

svn

To:

The District Judge,

District Court No.ll, Kancheepuram

+2cc to M. K Chellappan Party in person, S. R No. 46038

Revi ew Application No. 36 of 2021
in A S. 174/ 2017
BS( CO
B. Vc(21/ 09/ 2021) (28/ 09/ 2021)
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