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Thursday, the 9“* day of April 2026

Ramalakshmi, W/o. Kallathiyan, D/o. Late.Sundaram, aged 38 years, residing at

Door No.l7C, South Mutharamman Kovil Street, Palayamkottai, Tirunelveli - 2,

Palayamkottai Taluk, Tirunelveli District through her power agent Padmavathi,

W/o.Late Sundaram, aged 64 years, residing at Door No.l7C, South Mutharamman

Kovil Street, Palayamkottai, Tirunelveli - 2, Palayamkottai Taluk, Tirunelveli

... PlaintiffDistrict.

//versus//

S.P. Ram, S/o. Late. Sundaram, aged 34 years, residing at Door No. 17C2, South

Mutharamman Kovil Street, Palayamkottai, Tirunelveli - 2, Palayamkottai Taluk,

.... DefendantTirunelveli District.

The Plaintiff filed this suit for the relief of partition to divide the schedule property

into two equal share and allot one share to the plaintiff by metes and bounds and

costs of the suit.

IN THE COURT OF THE FIRST ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, 
TIRUNELVELI

PRESENT ; Thiru D.SELVAM, M.L., 
P* Additional District Judge, 

Tirunelveli.

TNTL010071242025
0^0

O.S.No.243/2025

Q.S.No.243/2025 
(CNR No,TNTI.010071242025)



Valuation of the suit
Court Fees

This petition came up before this court on 09.04.2026 for hearing in the presence

of forThiru.S.Kavi Sundar Singh, Advocate the Plaintiff and

Thiru.K.R.Aravind, Advocate for the Defendant and on pending of tire suit, both

parties have filed a Joint Compromise memo stating that they have resolved their

disputes before the elders and the compromise aiiived at, based upon the recorded

memo this court delivers the following ...

DECREE

1.

2.

3.

(Cost memo not filed)

aSlufftb

That this suit be and the same is hereby decreed as per the terms of 

the Joint Compromise memo filed by the both parties.
That the Joint Compromise memo is attached in part and parcel of 

the decree.
That there be ordered as no costs.

Date of presentation of Plaint 25.08.2025

Cause of Action arose on 16.10.2006,13.03.2017,12.07.2020, July 2025, 

17.08.2025 at Palayamkottai.

Rs.13,18,809/-

: - Rs.5,000/- paid under Section 37(2) T.N.C.F. Act
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Given under my hand and seal of this court tliis tlie 9“* day of April 2026.

P‘Additional District Judge, 
Tirunelveli.
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LA.D.C.Tirunelveli.
Decree 

O.S.No.243/2025 
D.D. 09.04.2026.
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IN THE COURT OF THE 1« ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE

TIRUNELVELI

O.S.NO.243 OF 2025

...Plaintiff

-Vs-

...DefendantS.P. Ram

It is submitted that the Plaintiff had filed a Partition Suit regarding Suit .

stated below:

2. The Plaintiff also accepted to receive Rs. 10,00,000/- in lieu of her share in the

suit schedule property.

schedule Property. During pendency of Hie suit, the Plaintiff and Defendant have 

resolved the disputes before the elders and the compromise arrived at, has been

1. The Defendant has agreed to pay Rs. 10,00,000/- towards the Plaintiffs share 

in the suit schedule property within a period of 10 days from today.

3. The Plaintiff and the Defendant praise this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to 

pass decree on the basis of the compromise arrived between them.

K. Ramalakshmi
Through her Power Agent 
S.Padmavathi

Plaintiff

Advocate for Plaintiff Advocate for Defendant

Defendant

JOINT COMPROMISE MEMO FILED BY PLAINTIFF AND 
DEFENDANT
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TIRUNELVELI

O.S.NO.243 OF 2025

...Plaintiff

-Vs-

...DefendantS.P. Ram
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K. Ramalakshmi
Through her Power Agent 
S.Padmavathi

K.R. Aravind, 5(}2.1l2(i22 
Advocate for Defendant 
Cell No.8144706721
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IN THE COURT OF THE U‘‘ 
ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE

■■
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JOINT COMPROMISE MEMO 
FILED BY PLAINTIFF AND 

xa
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S.Kavi Sundar Singh, 2329/2007
Advocate for Plaintiff
Cell No. 9994344095


