
Rev.Aplc(MD).Nos.205 & 206 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

Dated: 15.10.2025

CORAM

THE HON'BLE DR.JUSTICE G.JAYACHANDRAN

&

THE HON'BLE Ms.JUSTICE R. POORNIMA

Rev.Aplc.(MD).Nos.205 & 206 of 2025

Rev.Aplc.(MD).No.205 of 2025:

S.I.Basheer Ahamed. ...  Petitioner/Appellant

/versus/
1.State of Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its The District Collector, 
Collectorate, 
Tiruchirapalli-620 001.
G.S.Bijili(Died) 

2.R.Kathirvelu 
3.Defense Estate Officer, 
Madras Circle, 
at-306 Annasalai, 
Chennai-600 002.

4.Ayisha Parveen Bijili
5.Fathima Shanaz Bijili 
6.Araba Farnaza Bijili 
7.Jivamar Rehaman Bijili 
8.Hussain Bijili 
Ameer Ahamed Bijili(Died) ... Respondents
9.Shameem Amir Ahamed

10.Basheerunisa Fathima Kausar ... Respondents 10 & 11/
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    L.Rs of deceased 9th Respondent

(As per R10 & R11 are brought on record as LRS of the deceased 9th respondent vide 

Court Order dated 03.01.2024 made in C.M.P.(MD)Nos.16738 and 1641 of 2023)   

Prayer in Rev.Aplc.(MD).No.205 of 2025: Review Petition filed under Order 

XLVII Rule 1 & 2 of C.P.C read with under Section 114 of C.P.C., pleased to 

review the order dated 04.04.2025 made in S.T.A.(MD).No.2 of 2022. 

Rev.Aplc.(MD).No.206 of 2025:

S.I.Basheer Ahamed. ...  Petitioner/Appellant

/versus/

1. The Assistant Settlement Officer(North)
Land Survey and Settlement 
Office of the Commissioner of 
Survey and Settlement Survey House, 
Chepauk, 
Chennai-600 005. 

2.The Tahsildar, 
Trichirapalli Taluk, 
Trichirapalli District, 
Having office at Bharathidasan Salai 
Cantonment, 
Tiruchirapalli. 

3. Ayisha Parveen Bijili 
4. Fathima Shanaz Bijili 
5. Araba Farnaza Bijili 
6. Jivamar Rehaman Bijili 
7. Hussain Bijili 

8. Trichy District Jagery & Jagery Partner, 
Merchant Association 
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Represented by its President. ... Respondents 

Prayer in Rev.Aplc.(MD).No.206 of 2025: Review Petition filed under Order 

XLVII Rule 1 & 2 of C.P.C read with under Section 114 of C.P.C., pleased to 

review the common order dated 04.04.2025, made in S.T.A.(MD).No.3 of 2022. 

For Petitioner         :  Mr.V.Ramasubramaniyan,
In both cases    for Mr.R.Senthilkumar. 

COMMON ORDER

These Review Applications are filed to review the common order 

passed in S.T.C.(MD).Nos.2 & 3 of 2022.

2. The  review  petitioner,  who  is  the  appellant  herein,  lost  the 

appeal.   The  Learned  Senior  Counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner  has 

specifically  contended  that  the  application  filed  to  receive  additional 

documents, numbered as C.M.P.(MD).No.17028 of 2023 was not brought to the 

notice  of  this  Court  while  arguing  the  final  hearing.  Consequently,  the 

documents which were sought to be received were not considered by this Court 

and thereby, the petitioner/appellant is highly prejudiced. Hence, the common 

judgment passed by this Court dated 04.04.2025 requires review.

3.  This Court,  after  hearing the Learned Counsel  for  the review 

petitioner at length and perusing the records as well as the order of this Court, 
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find that the application to receive additional documents was heard during the 

course  of  the  arguments  in  the  main  appeal.   The  Learned  Counsel  for  the 

petitioner/appellant  made  reference  to  these  documents  and  putforth  his 

submission.  The Court had taken note of the documents and was of the opinion 

that the materials which already been placed by the parties sufficient to arrive at 

decision. The documents sought to be introduced at the appellate stage is not 

required.  However, those things were not said in many words but the Court had 

with the material available and the documents which were shown to us in the 

course of the arguments  were considered.  In view of the Court,  omission  to 

pass separate order in the application to receive additional documents have no 

impact in the final result of the appeal.

4. Considering the nature of the dispute and long pendency of the 

dispute before various forums, any further indulgence guise of review would 

only perpetuate the life of the litigation and nothing more.

5.  Accordingly,  these  Rev.Aplc.(MD).Nos.205  &  206  of  2025 
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stands dismissed.  No costs. 

(Dr.G.J.,J)    &     (R.P.,J)

15.10.2025

Index : Yes/No.
Internet : Yes/No.
Speaking Order/Non Speaking Order
bsm

To,
The Section Officer, 
VR Section,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai. 
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Dr.G.JAYACHANDRAN, J.

&

R. POORNIMA, J.

bsm

Rev.Aplc.(MD).Nos.205 & 206 of 2025

15.10.2025
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