CRP Nos. 3217, 3218 & 3220 of 2 Pl

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 23-03-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE T.V.THAMILSELVI

CRP No. 3217 of 2025, CRP NO. 3218 OF 2025 &
CRP NO. 3220 OF 2025
AND
CMP NO. 17853 OF 2025

1. A.T.Loganathan,
S/0.V.Angappan,
No.42/2, Vedhappar Street,
Chengalpattu-603 002.

2. A.Ravichandran,
S/0.V.Angappan,
No.42/2, Vedhappar Street,
Chengalpattu-603 002.

3. A.Elumalai,
S/0.V.Angappan,
No.42/2, Vedhappar Street,
Chengalpattu-603 002.

4. A.Lakshmipathy,
S/0.V.Angappan,
No.42/2, Vedhappar Street,
Chengalpattu-603 002.

5. A.Babu,
S/0.V.Angappan,
No.42/2, Vedhappar Street,
Chengalpattu-603 002.

..Petitioner(s) in
all C.R.P.s
Vs
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1. Chandra
W/0.V.Chinnaiyan,
No.5, Maiyur Village and Post, Venkateswara
Nagar, Venbakkam Via, Madhurantakam Taluk,
Kancheepuram District.

2. A.Mangai,
D/0.V.Angappan,
No.42/2, Vedhappar Street,
Chengalpattu-603 002.

3. R.Jayalakshmi,
W/o.K.Rajendran,
No.810, Mettu Street, Ayyapakkam Village and
Post, Via Kalpakkam, Thirukazhukkundran
Taluk, Kancheepuram District.

4. P.Neelavathy,
W/o0.Ravi,
No.56, Pillaiyar Kovil Street, Vadapazhani,
Chennai -600 026.

5. Kalalakshmi (@ V.Lakshmi,
W/o.Vijayan,
8th Block, Kaviarasu Kannadasan Nagar,
No.225, Amman Kovil Street, Near Corporation

School, Chennai -600 118.

6. A.Dhanasekaran,
S/0.V.Angappan,
No.46, Karpoora Chetty Street,
Chengalpattu -603 002.

..Respondent(s) in
all C.R.P.s
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PRAYER IN CRP No. 3217 of 2025

Civil Revision Petition filed under Art. 227 of Constitution of India,
praying to set aside the Order dated 16.06.2025 passed in 1.A.No.3 of 2025 in
0.S.No.221 of 2015 on the file of the Additional District Judge, Chengalpet.
PRAYER IN CRP No. 3218 of 2025

Civil Revision Petition filed under Art. 227 of Constitution of India,
praying to set aside the Order dated 16.06.2025 passed in [.A.No.5 of 2025 in
0.S.No.221 of 2015 on the file of the Additional District Judge, Chengalpet.
PRAYER IN CRP No. 3220 of 2025

Civil Revision Petition filed under Art. 227 of Constitution of India,
praying to set aside the Order dated 16.06.2025 passed in 1.A.No.4 of 2025 in
0.S.No.221 of 2015 on the file of the Additional District Judge, Chengalpet.

In all CRPs
For Petitioner(s): Mr.Rabi Anandh
For Respondent(s): Mr.E.Prabu
For R1 To RS

R-6 - No Appearance

COMMON ORDER

Challenging the impugned common order passed in [.LA.Nos.3 to 5 of
2025 in O.S.No.221 of 2015 by the learned Additional District Judge,
Chengalpattu, the Revision Petitioners/defendants 1 and 3 to 6 preferred these

Civil Revision Petitions.

2.Before the trial court, the Revision Petitioners/defendants 1 and 3 to 6

have filed applications to reopen, to recall D.W.1 and to receive the additional
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documents. All the applications were dismissed by the trial judge on hearing
both sides stating that in order to drag on the proceedings and without giving
sufficient reasons, the applications were filed. Aggrieved over that, the revision

petitioner preferred these Civil Revision Petitions.

3.The learned counsel for revision petitioners/defendants 1, 3 to 6 would
submit that before the trial court, their sisters filed the suit for the relief of
partition claiming share in the suit property. According to the defendants, the
suit property was not purchased by their father, but the same was purchased in
the name of mother. So, to prove the economic status of father, they wanted to
produce the employment discharge certificate as a necessary document, but the
trial judge without giving opportunity, erroneously dismissed the applications.

Hence, he prayed to set aside the findings of trial judge.

4.The learned counsel for respondents 1 to 5 have raised objections
stating that the said document is irrelevant one and it is not a necessary
document and sufficient opportunity was already given to the parties, since the
case became part-heard long back of the year 2024. Hence, he prayed to dismiss

these Civil Revision Petitions.

5.Heard and considered rival submissions made on either side and

perused the materials available on record.
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6. On perusal of records, it reveals that the respondents/plaintiffs 1 to 5
claiming share in the suit property said to belong to their deceased mother. But,
according to the revision petitioners/defendants 1 and 3 to 6, the property was
not purchased by their mother as she has no source of income and only their
father had purchased the property in the name of mother as he was employed in
the police department. To prove the fact that their father purchased the suit
property, they wanted to produce the employment discharge certificate given by
the police department and also contended that their father executed a Will
thereafter. In order to prove their defence, the said document is necessary and
there is a suit filed for the relief of partition. However, according to the
respondents/plaintiffs 1 to 5, property belonged to their mother, but according to
the revision petitioners/defendants 1 and 3 to 6, the property belonged to their
father and also contended that their father executed a Will in favour of his son,
besides, they have also contended that the property was purchased by him in the
name of mother. So, to prove the source of income of father, who was employed
in the police department, they wanted to produce the employment discharge
certificate. If such opportunity is not given to them, their valid right to defend
the case will be defeated and no prejudice would be caused to the
respondents/plaintiffs 1 to 5. Therefore, all the applications are ordered to be
allowed and this court is inclined to set aside the findings rendered in I.A.Nos.3

to 5 of 2025 in O.S.No.221 of 2015 by the Additional District Judge,
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Chengalpattu. Accordingly, these Civil Revision Petitions are allowed. Both
parties are directed to cooperate with the suit proceedings. The trial court is
directed to complete the trial and dispose the case as early as possible. No costs.

Consequently, connected civil miscellaneous petition is closed.

23-03-2026
Index: Yes/No
Speaking/Non-speaking order
Neutral Citation: Yes/No
RPP
To

The Additional District Judge, Chengalpattu.
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T.V.THAMILSELVI J.

RPP

CRP No. 3217 of 2025, CRP NO. 3218 OF 2025 &

CRP NO. 3220 OF 2025

AND
CMP NO. 17853 OF 2025,

23-03-2026
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