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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 15-12-2025
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE S. SOUNTHAR

C.R.P No. 6316 of 2025
and C.M.P.No0.31303 of 2025

1. S.A.Noorul Ameen
S/0. K.T.M.Ahmed,

New No.I, Old No.13, Avenue Road,
Nungambakkam, Chennai-600 034.

2. T.M.S.Nisvathul Jenna
W/0.S.A.Noorul Ameen,

New No.1, Old No.13, Avenue Road,
Nungambakkam, Chennai-600 034.

3. Suhail Ahmed Kabeer
S/0.S.A.Noorul Ameen,

New No.I, Old No.13,
Avenue Road, Nungambakkam,
Chennai-600 034.

..Petitioners
Vs

G.P.Veilumuthu
S/0.G.Paramasivan,
S-2, Second Floor, Gokul Apartments,
No.146/314, Lloyds Road,
Royapettah, Chennai-600 014.

..Respondent

PRAYER: Civil Revision Petition filed under Article 227 of Constitution of
India to set aside the order dated 09.10.2025 passed in [.A.No.6/2025 in
0O.S.No. 5475/2023 on the file of this Court.
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For Petitioner(s): Mr.P.Rajkumar

ORDER

This Civil Revision Petition is filed challenging the order passed by the
Trial Court dismissing the application filed by the petitioners seeking direction
to the respondent/plaintiff to produce his statement of account in respect of bank
account maintained by him with YES Bank, Nungambakkam Branch, bearing

Account No.000551100006831 for the period from 01.01.2021 to 31.12.2021.

2.The respondent herein filed a suit for recovery of money against the
petitioners. The suit was resisted by petitioners on the ground that entire amount
of Rs.10 Lakhs borrowed by the petitioners was repaid together with interest
through one Mukesh Preyan into the bank account of the respondent. When the
respondent was examined as P.W.1, he also admitted that he is having account
in YES Bank, Nungambakkam Branch. In these circumstances, the instant
application has been filed by the petitioners seeking direction to the respondent
to produce the statement of account relating to his bank account. The said
application was dismissed by the Trial Court. Aggrieved by the same, the

petitioners have come before this Court.
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3.The learned counsel for the petitioners would contend that the statement
of account relating to the YES Bank account maintained by the respondent is
very much essential to prove his essence and therefore, the Trial Court ought to

have allowed the application.

4.1f the petitioners feel some documents in their favour are in the custody
of the respondent, it is for them to issue a notice to produce and if the same was
not complied by the respondent, it is always open to the petitioners to mark the
notice to produce before the Trial Court and argue for adverse inference. Instead
of following the said procedure, the petitioners are not entitled to compel the
respondent to produce his bank account. Further, it is not the case of the
petitioners that they paid the amount directly into the bank account of the
respondent. According to the petitioners, the amount was paid by them through
another person. In such circumstances, I do not find any error in the impugned

order passed by the Trial Court.

5.Accordingly, the Civil Revision Petition is dismissed. Consequently,

connected Miscellaneous Petition is closed.

15-12-2025

Index: Yes/No
GSA
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S.SOUNTHAR, J.

GSA

CRP No. 6316 of 2025
and C.M.P.No0.31303 of 2025

15-12-2025
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