
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

C.R.P.No.1595 OF_2013 

 

ORDER: 

 Heard  lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for pa rties.  

 Pla intiffs in O.S.No.1 of 2001 in the Court of the Senior Civil 

Judge, Manthani a re revision petitioners. The defendant filed   

I.A.No.46 of 2013 under Order VIII Rule 3 and  Sec tion 151 of CPC 

seeking permission to rec eive doc ument and  mark the same in the 

evidenc e of defendant.  

 The averments, in b rief, a re tha t the defendant’ s c ompany 

ob ta ined  c ertified  c opy of letter da ted  24.10.2005 rec ently from the 

Revenue Divisiona l Offic er, Manthani and  it is very essentia l 

doc ument to p rove its c ase. 

The petitioners herein opposed  the p rayer sta ting  tha t the 

evidenc e of the defendant c ompany was c losed  long bac k i.e., on 

15.04.1998 and  the defendant has not filed  reopening petition for 

adduc ing further evidenc e. Henc e, the letter issued  by the Revenue 

Divisiona l Offic er, Manthani c annot be rec eived  and  marked  in 

evidenc e.     

 The lea rned  tria l Judge through the order impugned  in the 

revision while a llowing the p rayer held  as follows :- 

 “ Upon perusing material papers available on record, the 

respondents f iled a suit  against  the pet it ioner company.  The 

evidence is already over, subsequent ly R2, R3 were impleaded 

as part ies.  The pet it ioner company f iled addit ional statements.  

The new part ies have already adduced their evidence after 

complet ion of the plaint if f  No.1 evidence.  The opportunity 

must  be given to the defendant  company after bringing new 

part ies on record.  The defendant  company is ent it led to 

adduce evidence as per rules.  The pet it ioner counsel further 

contended that  the General Manager has given authorizat ion to 
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the Sr. Estates Off icer and Law Off icer to look after the cases 

as well as they are ent it led to f ile a pet it ion.  Any employee is 

ent it led to depose evidence on the basis of authorizat ion given 

by the General Manager, who are having knowledge about  the 

facts of the case.  The pet it ioner f iled cert if ied copy of let ter 

which is already secured from the Revenue Divisional Off ice, 

Manthani.  The opportunity must  be given to the pet it ioner 

company in order to elicit  the facts of the case.  The real facts 

came into light  at  the t ime of t rial,  but  not  at  this stage.  

 

 I have perused  the rec ord .  The tria l Court has rightly a llowed  

the app lic a tion filed  by respondent-defendant.  This Court is in 

agreement with the reasons rec orded  by the tria l Court.  No ground  

warranting  interferenc e under Artic le 227 of the Constitution of Ind ia  

is made out. 

 

 The Civil Revision Petition fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed .  

There sha ll be no order as to c osts.  

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, stands c losed . 

                              
____________ 

                  S.V.BHATT, J 

Date:28-08-2018 

Prv 


