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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 09.03.2022

Coram

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice C.V.KARTHIKEYAN

C.R.P.PD.No.606 of 2017

Arokiamary @ Valli

...  Petitioner/Petitioner/Plaintiff

Vs

1.The Tahsildar,

   Ambattur Division,

   Ambattur,

   Chennai – 600 053.

2.The Senior Division Personnel Officer,

   Chennai Division, Southern Railways,

   Chennai – 600 003.

3.The Manager,

   State Bank of India,

   Thiruvottiyur Branch,

   Chennai – 600 019.

... Respondents / Respondents / Defendants

Civil Revision Petition filed under Article 227 of the Constitution 

of India, to set aside the order dated 06.09.2016 passed in I.A.No.990 of 

2016 in  O.S.No.252 of  2004 on the file of  the District  Munsif  Court, 

Ambattur.
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For Petitioner .. Ms.D.Nagasaila

For R1 .. Dr.S.Suriya, Addl. Govt. Pleader

For R2 .. Mr.J.Harikrishnan

ORDER

The  plaintiff  in  O.S.No.252  of  2004  on  the  file  of  the  District 

Munsif Court, Ambattur is the revision petitioner herein. O.S.No.252 of 

2004, had been filed by Arokiamary @ Valli w/o. P.Arokiasamy against 

three defendants  namely, the Tahsildar,  Ambattur,  the Senior  Division 

Personnel  Officer,  South  Railways  and  the  Managing  Director,  State 

Bank of India, seeking a declaration that she is the only legally wedded 

wife of P.Arokiasamy.

 2.In  the  pleadings,  it  had  been  stated  that  on  the  death  of 

P.Arokiasamy,  when  the  plaintiff  had  approached  the  office  of  the 

defendant for family pension, she came to know that it had been granted 

to some other person. The plaintiff claimed that she was the only legally 

wedded wife of P.Arokiasamy.

3.However, other person for whom sanction was granted was one 

Shanthi. The said Shanthi had not been impleaded as a defendant in the 

suit.  On  22.06.2016,  the  suit  was  dismissed  for  default.  It  had  been 
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pending on that particular date for more than 3 ½ years for carrying out 

an amendment.

 4.Thereafter, the petitioner herein / plaintiff filed I.A.No.990 of 

2004,  seeking  to  restore  the  suit.  That  application  came  up  for 

consideration before the District Munsif, Ambattur and by an order dated 

06.09.2016,  the  said  application  was  also  dismissed.  Questioning  that 

particular order, the present Civil Revision Petition has been filed.

5.It  is  informed  that  the  revision  petitioner  /  plaintiff  had 

unfortunately died and that nothing further survives for adjudication in 

the present Civil Revision Petition.

6.Recording  the  above  statement,  the  Civil  Revision  Petition 

stands dismissed. No costs.

09.03.2022

Internet:Yes/No

Index:Yes/No

smv

To

The District Munsif Court, Ambattur.
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C.V.KARTHIKEYAN,J.

 Smv

C.R.P.PD.No.606 of 2017

09.03.2022

https://www.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis


