
A.No.3258 of 2026

 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 31-07-2026

CORAM

THE HON'BLE DR.JUSTICE A.D.MARIA CLETE

A No. 3258 of 2026
in

C.S. No. 15 of 2012
Samsen Papli
S/o. Ramalinga Chetty,
NO.10, Second Main Road,
Raja Annamalaipuram,
Chennai 600 028.

..Applicant(s)
Vs

1. P.K.Duraisamy,
S/o.Velappa Gounder,
Chairman And M.D, M/s.Perennial Health Care 
India Pvt. Ltd., Off Astalakshmi Aparts., No.51/1, 
3rd St., Anna Nagar East Ch-40.

2. S.Ashok Kumar,
S/o.C.G.Subramaniam,
Executive Director,  M/s.Perennial Health Care I 
Pvt. Ltd.,  Off Astalakshmi Aparts.,  No.51/1,
3rd St.,  Anna Nagar East Ch-40.

3. M/s.Perennial Health Care
India Pvt. Ltd.,
Rep.By Its Chairman And M.D.,  P.K.Duraisamy, 
Off. Off Astalakshmi Aparts.,  No.51/1,  3rd St.,  
Anna Nagar East Ch-40.

4. M/s.Green Hill Remedies,
A Partnership Firm,
Off Off Astalakshmi Aparts.,  No.51/1,  3rd St.,  
Anna Nagar East Ch-40.
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Rep.By Its Partner,  P.K.Duraisamy

..Respondent(s)

PRAYER: To receive the additional documents set out herein below and mentioned 

in the affidavit in C.S.No.15 of 2012.

For Applicant(s): M/s.P.Elango

For Respondent(s): Mr.T.Deeraj for M/s.PV Law Associates.

ORDER

This application has been filed to receive the additional documents set out herein 

below as 1 to 10 and mentioned in the affidavit in C.S.No.15 of 2012.

2.Heard the learned counsel for the applicant who submits that these documents are 

necessary  and  the  delay  in  producing  these  documents  are  neither  wilful  nor 

wanton and sought for allowing this application.

3.Learned counsel for the respondents has opposed for allowing this application 

stating that these documents are not relevant and this application has been filed 

only to delay the proceedings and hence, has been filed belatedly and sought for 

dismissing this application.

4.The only question that arises is whether the belatedly filed documents may be 
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received.  In fact, as the trial court sufficient opportunity should be given to the 

parties  to  produce  all  available  evidence;  hence,  any  delay  in  filing  additional 

documents is condoned and the application is liable to be allowed subject to proof, 

relevancy and admissibility.

5.However, it is seen that the documents 4 and 5 which are sought to be received 

are photocopies and hence, could not be marked.  Accordingly, the documents 1 to 

3, 6 to 10 are directed to be received and marked subject to proof, relevancy and 

admissibility.   It  is  needless  to  say  that  the  secondary  evidence  are  always 

permissible in law and the parties shall file the same in accordance with law.

6.Accordingly, this application is ordered in the above terms.  No costs.

31-07-2026
Index: Yes/No
Speaking/Non-speaking order
Neutral Citation: Yes/No

AY
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DR.A.D.MARIA CLETE, J.

AY

A No. 3258 of 2026
in

C.S. No. 15 of 2012

31-07-2026
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