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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 26.11.2025

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM
AND

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE MOHAMMED SHAFFIQ

Review Application   No.  263   of 202  5  
and

C.M.P.No.  29  91  8   of 202  5  

Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission, 
Rep. By its Secretary, 
TNPSC Road, Park Town, 
Broadway, Chennai – 600 003. ...Review Petitioner

Vs.

1.P.Satheesh Prabu

2.The Director, 
   Tamil Nadu Motor Vehicles Maintenance Department, 
   Velachery, Chennai – 600 042. 

3.The Transport Commissioner, 
   Chepauk, Chennai – 600 005.

4.R.Vijayaraj

5.K.Illavarasan
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6.Siva Natarajan 

7.D.Vimalraj

8.G.Ramkumar

9.K.Chandrasekaran

10.J.Saranya

11.P.Suresh ...Respondents

PRAYER  :   This Review Application filed under Order 47 Rule 1 read with 114 

of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  praying  to  review  the  order  passed  in 

W.A.Nos.590 of 2023 and batch cases dated 22.12.2023.

For Review Petitioner   : Mr.K.Karthik Jaganath, 

   Standing Counsel for TNPSC

For Respondent : Mr.N.Subramaniyam for R1

******

O R D E R 

(Order of the Court was made by S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.)

  The Review  Application has been instituted to review the common 

order  of  this  Court  dated 22.12.2023 in  a  batch of  Writ  Appeals and  Writ 

Petitions.  The issues are adjudicated elaborately and directions have been 
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issues by this Court. 

2.  The  review  petitioner raised certain grounds relatable to facts and 

merits of the case, which cannot be adjudicated in a  Review  Application.  A 

perusal of the grounds raised in the Review Application would show that the 

petitioner  has  raised  certain  grounds,  which  were  not  considered  by  this 

Court, such grounds for an appeal may not be a ground to review the order 

and all  such grounds are to be made in the event of preferring an appeal. 

However, this Court does not find any error apparent warranting exercise of 

review jurisdiction.  Non consideration of certain grounds, as per the review 

petitioner, need not be considered in a review petition.  Scope of Order 47 

Rule 1 cannot be expanded for the purpose of re-adjudication on merits.

 3.  Thus,  the  Review  Application  is  devoid  of  merits  and  stands 

dismissed.  No costs.  Consequently, the connected miscellaneous petition is 

closed. 
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(S.M.S., J.)             (M.S.Q., J.) 
           26.11.2025

dsa

Internet :Yes/No

Index :Yes/No

Neutral Citation :Yes/No

Speaking/Non-speaking order

To

1.The Secretary, 
   Tamil Nadu Public Service Commission, 
   TNPSC Road, Park Town, 
   Broadway, Chennai – 600 003.

2.The Director, 
   Tamil Nadu Motor Vehicles Maintenance Department, 
   Velachery, Chennai – 600 042. 

3.The Transport Commissioner, 
   Chepauk, Chennai – 600 005.
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S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.
and

MOHAMMED SHAFFIQ, J.

dsa

Review Application No.263 of 2025
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