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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 27-04-2026

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE T.V.THAMILSELVI

CRP Nos. 2584 & 2585 of 2026

AND

CMP Nos. 10887 & 10890 of 2026

Ujwal Retail Solutions Pvt. Ltd

Rep. by its Director,

Meenu Gupta,

No.700, Mallis Building, 3rd Floor,

Anna Salai, Chennai - 600006.

..Petitioner in both 

petitions

Vs

M/s.Edge Enterprises

Rep. by its Proprietor,

S.Lakshmicharan,

Old No.40/3, New No.81,

G.N.Chetty Road,

T.Nagar, Chennai - 600017.

..Respondent in both 

petitions

COMMON PRAYER : Civil Revision Petitions are filed under Article 227 of 

the Constitution of India, to set aside the fair order dated 17-04-2026 passed in 

IA.Nos.7  & 8  of  2026  in  COS.No.66  of  2024,  on  the  file  of  the  Principal 

Commercial Court at Egmore, Chennai.

In both CRPs :

For Petitioner(s): Mr.G.RM.Palaniappan
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COMMON ORDER

Challenging the impugned order dated 17-04-2026 passed in IA.Nos.7 & 

8 of 2026 in COS.No.66 of 2024, on the file of the Principal Commercial Court 

at Egmore, Chennai, the defendant has preferred these revision petitions.

2. Before the trial court, the defendant has filed an applications to recall 

PW1 for further cross examination, which was dismissed by the trial judge by 

holding that to fill up lacuna such applications cannot be entertained by relying 

the  ratio  laid  down in  Vadiraj  Naggappa Varnekar  (D)  Th.  Lrs  Vs  Shard 

Chand Prabhakar Gogate reported in (2009) 4 SCC 410 . Aggrieved over the 

same,  the defendant has preferred these revision petitions.

3. The learned counsel for the revision petitioner submits that at the time 

of  filing  the  applications  on  the  side  of  the  plaintiff  new  documents  were 

adduced. To that effect, he want detailed fact, but the court below failed to give 

such opportunity. Aggrieved over the same,  the defendant has preferred these 

revision petitions.

4.  Considering  the  fact  that  now the  trial  has  commenced,  PW1 was 

already  cross  examined  and  the  defendant  filed  applications  to  recall  PW1 

which  was  not  entertained.  The  learned  counsel  submits  that  some  of  the 
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documents which was adduced in respect of each individuals, he wants to make 

legal  defence.   Considering the fact  that  the dispute is  pending between the 

parties, one more opportunity can be given to the defendant and the findings of 

the trial court is set aside.

5. Accordingly, these Civil Revision Petitions are allowed. The impugned 

order dated 17-04-2026 passed in IA.Nos.7 & 8 of 2026 in COS.No.66 of 2024, 

on the file of the Principal Commercial Court at Egmore, Chennai, are set aside. 

No costs. Consequently, the connected Civil Miscellaneous Petitions are closed.

27-04-2026

Index: Yes/No

Speaking/Non-speaking order

Neutral Citation: Yes/No

MTL

To

1. The Principal Commercial Court at Egmore, Chennai.
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T.V.THAMILSELVI J.

MTL

CRP Nos. 2584 & 2585 of 2026

AND

CMP Nos. 10887 & 10890 of 2026

27-04-2026
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