
C.M.P.Nos.13483, 13478 & 13481 of 2021

in

C.R.P.Nos.4351, 4350 & 4347 of 2018

C.V.KARTHIKEYAN, J.

The necessity to file the Civil Miscellaneous  Petitions  had  arisen 

owing  to  the  unfortunate  fact  that  the  original  revision  petitioner, 

T.Alaganantham  had  unfortunately  died  during  the  pendency  of  the 

revision petition.

2.The son is now sought to be impleaded as the revision petitioner to 

prosecute further the revision petition in his  capacity as  the son / legal 

representative of the revision petitioner.  It only appropriate that the parties 

are heard on merit and that can be done only when they are represented 

and  in this  case,  the son now represents  the revision petitioners  in his 

status as the legal representative.

3.Heard the learned counsels appearing for the parties and it only be 

an interest of justice that these petitions are allowed.  They are allowed.  
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