
CMP(MD). Nos.2509 and 2512  of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT 

Dated : 02/04/2026

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BALAJI

CMP(MD). Nos.2509 and 2512 of 2026  in
SA(MD).No.214 of 2020

Rajeswari                             ... Petitioner

Vs
1.Gurusamy
2.Rajaguru
3.Rajaguru
4.Mahalingam 
5.Muthukrishnan (died)
6.Jawahar Appasamy
7.Varadaraj
8.Rajagopal
9.Rajavel
10.Seeniammal (died)
11.Rengasamy
12.Ramalakshmi
13.Seethalakshmi
14.Pavulraj
15.Devaraj
16.Maharani
17.Subburam
18.Kumar
19.Prema
20.Raguram
21.Seenivasan
22.Ellammal
23.Renuka Devi
24.Subbulakshmi
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25.Murugeswari
26.Shakunthala
27.M.Rajkumar
28. M.Sountharavalli
29.M.Mohankumar
30.M.Dhanalakshmi
31.V.Venkatesh
32.V. Ramathilagam                        ... Respondents

PRAYER :-

     To bring  the  proposed  respondents  26  to  32  herein  as  the  legal 
representatives  of  the  deceased  5th respondent  and  10th respondent 
respectively  and  record  them  as  respondents  26  to  32  in  the  above 
Second Appeal. 

  For Petitioner    : Mr.S.Srinivasa Raghavan

  For Respondents 1 to 3, 12 and 20 : Mr.S.. Sadeskumar

  For respondents 4, 6 to 9 and 11 : Mr.R.T. Arivukumar

COMMON ORDER

These petitions have been filed to bring on record the proposed 

respondents 26 to 32 as the legal representatives of the deceased 5th and 

10th respondents, respectively and to implead them as respondents 26 to 

32 in the above Second Appeal.

2.  Though  notice  was  ordered  to  the  proposed  respondents  on 

09.03.2026, the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that 

the private notice sent to the proposed respondents has been returned as 
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un served.  Court notice is awaited for service.

3. These petitions have been filed only for the purpose of bringing 

on  record  the  legal  representatives  of  the  deceased  5th and  10th 

respondents  as  respondents  26  to  32  in  the  above  Second  Appeal. 

Therefore,  I  am  inclined  to  allow  the  applications,  as  the  proposed 

respondents will be impleaded as parties to the Second Appeal and will 

have an opportunity to appear in the Second Appeal upon amendment of 

the memorandum of grounds.

4. In view of the above, there is no delay in filing the petitions, and 

hence, the petitions to bring on record the proposed respondents 26 to 32 

as the legal representatives of the deceased 5th  and 10th  respondents are 

allowed.

5. Registry is directed to carry out the necessary amendments in 

the cause title and issue notice to the newly added respondents 26 to 32 

in the Second Appeal.

                                 02.04.2026

trp
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