S.ANo.89 of 2011

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 01.10.2024

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE N.SENTHILKUMAR

S.A.No.89 of 2011

Marimuthu Achari ...Defendant / Appellant /
Appellant
-Vs-
Gengaiammal ...Plaintiff / Respondent
Respondent

Prayer:- Second Appeal preferred under Section 100 of CPC, against the
judgment and decree dated 23.01.2009 in A.S.No.115 of 2006 on the file of
the learned Sub Court, Kallakurichi, confirmed the judgment and decree in
dated 24.07.2006 made in O.S.No.1205 of 2004 on the file of the learned
Additional District Munsif Court, Kallakurichi.

For Appellant :  Mr.P.Srinivasan
For Respondent : M/s.C.B.Kavitha
JUDGMENT

Learned counsel for the appellant submits that the appellant is no

more. Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the respondent is
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also no more.

2. A letter was sent by the learned counsel for the appellant on
09.09.2024, which was returned with an endorsement that the “appellant

was deceased”, which reads as follows:

! P. SRINIVASAH
'ﬁ GEETHA SRINIVASAN
ADVOCATES

CHAMBER: 245 NEW ADDL. LAW CHAMBER HISH poURT CHENMAIL - GO0 104,
OFFICE : [OLD # 53] NEW S 6, OTH STREET. SALURASL]ES MAGAR . CHOOLAIMEDL
CHERMAL - GOD D, pDRILE GH411167AB

s Date: 09-09-2024
Marimuthu Achari ; .
Sfo Manicka Acharl E_Rf:.m“ E‘fﬁlﬁm
pillaiyar Koll Str::_-_el:_, i hmﬁpl,.l'i‘-';ﬂ-'ﬂ'ﬂ-.ii:iz e
chozhampattu Village TaiR Il AR -
sankarapuram Taluk, ;:H:A:t'_u._ﬂ;ytaé‘i..ﬂ
i Froa F N
gallakurichi DIstrict, -t-iig-awm M
PINCODE -G06 208, Bet TR, S, Ty ik, S, Bal, Paiea 28 Cash]
ATrack o s, freciaposkgov. ied
=Ir AL MR IT thar Mesks, Bras Sl

Sub:- Clarification saught In S.A.Mo. 89 aof 2011 In the matter of
Marimukthu Achard —vs- Gengal Ammal — reqg.

13 Mr. Marimuthu achari had filed tha appeal in S.A Mo, 59 of 2011,
pending before the Hon'ble Madras High Court, Chaennai. Today the said
case came up before the Hon'ble Justlce M. Senthilkumar ¥ and it was
adjourned by 2 waeks. Hanoe, kindly CLARIFY the Fallowing :=
i) . worfEps S SFrT Rl AT B P S S snsn T
i) #EmwELl Glasisns ks o aliym S G m s E e o
i) wonf o g =i inmgh SHimnAlL SRS S Jll.ui:lm_nm'l )
S ELNT - [, 2 Sl s G T FULp S, SARANTG SLONET O F S S5 ST 8,
sy STERLILILT LT
iv) @alsip g6 e aaEin_sL e aveNemon (EEFEeT D BC R 65 26 BT 3 o
a1 sMEAUIT S EETL iy Glaim A ST x| hs lf-‘l-E_Errun'muuu_a,eﬂ!_ﬁua_,m_
"y El s ah sysush”
2) If you fail to contact me in person or aver phone, 1 will report

Mo instructions’ to the Hon'ble Court when the case is heard by the

Hon'ble High Court, Chennal.

ADWOCATE
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3. One of the legal representatives of the deceased appellant's son has
contacted the learned counsel for the appellant and submitted that the suit
scheduled property was sold after the settlement between the appellant and

the respondent.

4. Learned counsel for the respondent submitted that there is no
instruction as they are unable to contact the legal representatives of the

deceased respondent.

5. The letter submitted by the learned counsel for the appellant shall

form part of the record.

Recording the same, the Second Appeal stands dismissed as
abated. No costs.

01.10.2024
cda
Index : Yes/No
Speaking/Non Speaking order
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N.SENTHILKUMAR, J.

cda

To
1.The Sub Court, Kallakurichi.
2.The Additional District Munsif Court, Kallakurichi.

3.The Section Officer, VR Records,
High Court, Chennai.

S.A.No.89 of 2011

01.10.2024
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