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Cooperative Department, Government of Puducherry
V.V.P.Nagar, Thattanchavady Post, Puducherry - 605009,

ik

Revision Petition No.2 / 2018
(See Section 141 of the Puducherry Cooperative Societies Act, 1972)

Present: Tmt. SMITHAR

Registrar of Cooperative Societies, Puducherry-cum-

Revisional Authority
D.ARUMUGAM

Slo. Datchanamoorthy

No.30, Perammar koil street, Koonichempet, Thirukkanur post

PUDUCHERRY - 605 501. >>>  Petitioner

Vs,
The Administrator

Koonichempet Cooperative Milk Producers Society Ltd., No.P.272

Koonichempet, Thirukkanur post, PUDUCHERRY - 605 501. >>>  Respondent

(Issued under Section 141 of the FPuducherry Cogperative. Sociefios A cl, 1972 read with Rule 104 of
the Puducherry Cooperative Societies Rules, 1973)

The Revision-Petitioner was an employee of the Koonichempet Cooperative Milk Producers

Society Ltd., No.P.272 (for short “the society”) In two criminal cases (C.C. Nos.110 and 111 of 2004)

before the Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate at Puducherry, he was found guilty by order dated

17.05.2017, and hence, sentenced to undergo imprisonment il raising of the Court and to pay fine.

Subsequently, on 06.07.2017. the then Administrator of the society issued a show-cause notice to the

Revision-Petitioner, for which, the Revision-Petitioner submitted his reply dated 19.07.2017. The then

Administrator of the society, by the impugned order dated 19.08.2017, dismissed the Revision-Petitioner
from the services of the society.

2) Aggrieved by the impugned order, the Revision-Petitioner filed this revision-petition dated
13.04.2018 under Section 141 of the Puducherry Cooperative Societies Act, 1972. An application under
the said Section 141 shall be preferred within three months from the date on which the proceedings,
decision or order to which the application relates, was communicated to the applicant. Admittedly, the
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impugned order was made on 19.08.2017, and hence, this revision-petition should have been preferred
before 18.11.2017. The Revision-Petitioner prayed to condone the delay in preferring this revision-
petition, which was resulted due to his health condition and contin Uous medical treatment, whereas, the
said Section 141 doesn't empower the Revisional Authority to condone delay in filing of a revision petition
after the expiry of three months.

3) In view of the above, the prayer of the Revision-Petitioner for condonation of delay is disallowed,
and consequently, the revision-petition stands rejected on the ground of limitation since it was not filed
within the stipulated time limit of three months.

Pronounced in the open court on Monday, the 315t day of December, 2019.
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