I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
REVI EW PETI TION (C) NO. 1319 OF 2006
I'N

C. A No. 2791-93 OF 2002

N. NALLAMUTHU & ORS. . PETI TI ONERS

VERSUS

K. MADALAl MUTHU & ORS. ... .. RESPONDENTS

W TH

R P.(C NO D 3368/2007 IN C. A No.2791-2793/ 2002

STATE OF TAML NADU & ANR. . ........ PETI TI ONERS

VERSUS

K. MADALAl MUTHU RESPONDENT

REVI EW PETI TION (C) NO. 1319 OF 2006 IN C. A No. 2791-93 CF 2002

Del ay condoned.



For t he pur pose of di sposi ng of t he Review Petition, we have

carefully | ooked into t he Review Petition as wel | as al | t he connect ed

papers of the Civil Appeals.

The mai n ground t aken in this Review Petition is t hat t he
petitioners, who wer e contesting respondents bef ore t he courts bel ow,
have not been served with notice of t he Gvil Appeal s and t hat t he
j udgnent in respect of whi ch review is sought had been passed behi nd

their backs.

W have gone t hr ough t he Ofice Report rel ating to service of

notice of appeal s on t he respective respondent s and from the Ofice

Report dt.17.02.2006, it is «clear that all the respondents, including the

petitioners in t he Review Petition, had been duly served. In or der to

make things nore clear, we record that at the tinme of hearing of the G vi

Appeal s, r espondent No. 1 had been repr esent ed by M . V. G Pragasam

| earned advocate and the respondent Nos.4, 5, 8 and 21 were represented

by M. K K Mani, advocat e. The r espondent Nos. 10, 13, 14, 16 and 19

had been del et ed from the array of parties by Court’s Or der dt.13th

August, 2002. The respondent Nos.2, 3, 6, 7 and 9, 11, 12, 15, 17, 18

and 20 had been duly served with t he notice but no one has ent ered

appearance so far at the tine of hearing.

For the reasons aforesaid, we see no nerit in the Review Petition

and the same is accordingly di sm ssed.



R P.(C) NO D 3368/2007 IN C. A No.2791- 2793/ 2002

Del ay condoned.

Thi s Review Petition has been filed by t he State of Tami | Nad
u
and t he | nspect or Gener al of Regi strati on, Gover nient of Tam | Nadu
with t he i ntention of reopeni ng al | t he i ssues whi ch have been finally
deci ded. W see no merit in t he petition and t he same is accordi ngly
di sni ssed.
....................... J.
( Dr. AR LAKSHVANAN )

........................ J.

( ALTAMVAS KABIR )
NEW DELH ;

FEBRUARY 20, 2007.



CHAMBER MATTER SECTI ON XI'|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Revi ew Petition (Civil) No.1319/2006 In C A No.2791-93/2002

N. NALLAMUTHU & ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

K. MADALAI MUTHU & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing review petition, exenption fromfiling c/c of the
i mpugned Judgnent and office report)

Wth

R P.(C No.D 3368/2007 In C A No.2791-2793/ 2002

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing review petition, stay, oral argunments and office

report)

Dat e: 20/02/2007 These Petitions were listed in Chanbers today.

CORAM :
HON BLE Dr. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R

By Circulation

UPON perusi ng papers the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER



Revi ew Petition (Civil) No.1319/2006 In C A No.2791-93/2002

Del ay condoned.

The Review Petition is dismssed in terns of the signed order.

R P.(C No.D 3368/2007 In C A No.2791-2793/ 2002

Del ay condoned.

The Review Petition is dismssed in terns of the signed order.

( Satish K. Yadav ) ( Phoolan Wati Arora )

Court Master Court Master

( Singed order is placed on the file )



