
HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE G. SHYAM PRASAD  

C.R.P. NO.5511 OF 2016 

 

ORDER:  

 

 This revision petition is filed  by the petitioners aggrieved  by the 

orders da ted  17.08.2016 passed  in I.A.No.873 of 2015 in O.S.No.118 of 2007 

by the Princ ipa l Junior Civil Judge, Bobb ili. 

 

2. I.A.No.873 of 2015 is filed  under Order I Rule 10 of CPC for add ing 

the p roposed  parties as defendants 7 to 14 in the suit and  for 

c onsequentia l amendments.  On c onsidera tion of the merits of the 

petition, the tria l Court d ismissed  the petition. 

 

3. The revision petitioners herein seeks to set aside the impugned  

orders passed  by the tria l Court in the sa id  I.A. on the ground  tha t the 

p roposed  respondents a re the joint family members. 

 

4. Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners Sri Kuriti Bhaskara  Rao 

and  the lea rned  c ounsel for the respondents Sri Tadd i Nageswara  Rao. 

 

5. During  the c ourse of a rguments, the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

respondents Sri Tadd i Nageswara  Rao pointed  out tha t the petitioners 

have not b rought on rec ord  with pa rtic ula r shares for whic h they a re 

entitled  to get in the pa rtition and  other pa rtic ula rs whic h a re required  for 

pa rtition of the suit.  On tha t, the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners 

requested  time to file an a ffidavit.  The a ffidavit has been filed  g iving  

some partic ula rs with regard  to p roposed  respondents.  

 

6. The lea rned  c ounsel for the respondents submits tha t the pa rtic ula rs 

furnished  by the petitioners a re insuffic ient for effec ting  the partition.  

Learned  c ounsel further submits tha t the petitioners have been trying to 

p rotrac t the tria l by filing  one or another petition and  this is one suc h a  
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petition.  The lea rned  c ounsel submits tha t in the event of a llowing this 

petition, requested  to fix up  time sc hedule for ea rly d isposa l of the suit.   

 

7. On c onsidera tion of the a rguments of both sides, it is obvious tha t 

the p roposed  respondents a re sa id  to be the family members of the 

p la intiff.  As per Order I Rule 10 of C.P.C. a ll the lega l rep resenta tives have 

to be b rought on rec ord  in the suit for pa rtition to avoid  multip lic ity of the 

p roc eed ings.  The rights of the pa rties would  be p rotec ted  basing on the 

evidenc e p roduc ed  before the tria l Court.   

 

8. In view of the rep resenta tion made by the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

respondents tha t the pa rties a re unab le to enjoy the fruits of the p roperty, 

it is appropria te to g ive a  d irec tion to the tria l Court to d ispose of the suit 

within six months without fa il.   

 

9. In the result, the revision petition is a llowed  with a  d irec tion to the 

tria l Court to d ispose of the suit within six months by permitting  the 

p roposed  respondents to add  as parties in the suit.  No order as to c osts. 

 

 As a  sequel, misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing in this revision 

petition sha ll stand  c losed .  

                                                    

     ____________________ 

                                                                                            G. SHYAM PRASAD, J 

Date:03.02.2017. 

c c m  
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