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= IN THE HIGH CURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

We‘dnesday the twenty first day of June
(ne thousand nine hundred and seventy eight
PRESENT:

The Honourable Mr. Justice Nainar Sundaram

Civil Revision Petition No.3825 of 1975,

M, Velayutha Chettiar ‘s (Appellant) Petitioner
Vs

Authori sed ¢ffi cer,
Land Reforms, Vellore at Krishnagar,
Vellore . Re spendent

— s et e g

Petition under section 83 of the Land (eiling Act, 58 /61
praying the High Court to revise the order of the court of the
Land Tribunal (Subordinate Judge) North Arcot at Vellore, dated
20th July 1974 and passed in L, T.A; No.4/74, Authorised 0ffi cer
(Land Reforms), Vellore and made in V5 C.G.M.M./MRI.

JUDGMENT :

This petition coming on for heaxing on this day upon
perusihg the petition the order of the lower courts and the
record in the case and updn hearing the arguments of
Mr, K., Sarvabhauman, Advocate for the petitioner &ndiof
Mr, V, Venkatasamy, Additional Government Pleader on behalf of
the respondent, the court delivered the following judgment.

Shri V., Ver‘lkatasa_my, Learned Counsel for the respondent
submits that the power to extend the time to receive the
objections under section 10(5) of the Tamil Nadu Act LVIII of
1961 is not there and the proviso which was there earlier hasg
been omitted by Act XXXIX of 1972, If this is so, the order
of the Court below cannot be challenged and has got to bhe upheld,
The learned counsel for the petitioner is not in a position to
point out as to how the order of the ourt stands vitiated in
law, Hence, this revision is dismissed, There will be no

orders as to costs,

(sd.) C.R., Gopalakrishnan,
Assistant Registrar,
8-7-1978.,
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