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PRAYER: Civil Revision Petition is filed under Article 227 of Constitution of
India, praying to setting aside the Fair Order and Decreetal Order passed in
I.LA.No.1 of 2019 in O.S.No.75 of 2017 dated 06.12.2021, on the file of the IV

Additional District Court, Tirunelveli.

For Petitioners : Mr.S.Meenkashi Sundaram
Senior Counsel
for Mr.M.Sengu Vijay

For Respondent No.1 : Mr.C.Susi Kumar

For Respondents 2 to 20 : No Appearance

ORDER

This petition has been filed seeking to set aside the order passed in
I.LA.No.1 of 2019 in O.S.No.75 of 2017 dated 06.12.2021, on the file of the IV

Additional District Court, Tirunelveli.

2.Learned Senior Counsel for the petitioners would submit that the
petitioners are only printed respondents at the instance of the plaintiff through
[.LA.No.1 of 2019. Challenging the same, this Civil Revision Petition has been

filed.
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3.However, learned Senior Counsel for the petitioners would submit that
the petitioners are the subsequent purchasers and the vendors of the petitioners
are already on record in the suit and that they would take care of the interest of
the suit. Hence, the petitioners need not be impleaded. However, the petitioners
were impleaded as party defendants in the suit, which is not sustainable.

Accordingly, he prays for appropriate orders.

4.Per contra, learned Counsel for the respondents would submit that in
the absence of any interim order by this Court, the petitioners / defendants 20 to
22 have already filed their written statements before the trial Court and the trial
is in progress. At this stage, setting aside the order impugned order will create

another confusion. Hence, he prays for dismissal of this Civil Revision Petition.

5.The facts in the present case are not in dispute. Admittedly, the
petitioners are the subsequent purchasers and they have been impleaded only at
the instance of the plaintiff. Moreover, the vendors of the petitioners are
already on record as defendants in the suit. Though the respondents have
objected the I.A.No.1 of 2019, it is an admitted fact that they have filed their

written statements in the suit. Having accepted the impleadment and filed their
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written statements in the suit, seeking to set aside the said order of impleadment
at this point of time will not serve any purpose. The petitioners themselves have
agreed to contest the suit by filing written statements. Accordingly, this Court

does not find any reason to set aside the order passed by the trial Court.

6.Accordingly, this Civil Revision Petition stands dismissed. There shall
be no order as to costs. Consequently, the connected miscellaneous petition is

closed.
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To

1.The IV Additional District Court,
Tirunelvell.

2.The Section Officer,
VR Section,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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