
HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No.1155 of 2018  

ORDER:  

 

The present  Civil Revision Pet it ion came to be f iled under 

Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of India, assailing the order dated 

05.02.2018, passed in I.A.No.33 of 2018 in O.S.No.60 of 2011 on 

the f ile of the IV Addit ional Dist rict  Judge, Kakinada, wherein 

the applicat ion f iled under Order VI Rule 10 read with Rule 28 of 

Civil Rules of Pract ice and Sect ion 151 of CPC seeking 

amendments in Item No.7 of plaint  schedule “ A”  was rej ected.  

 

2. A perusal of the averments f iled in support  of the pet it ion 

would show that  during the course of proceedings in the case, 

learned counsel not iced typographical mistake in the descript ion 

of item-7 of Plaint  A schedule.   With a view to give smooth sail 

to the lit igat ion, the present  applicat ion came to be f iled.   It  is 

stated that  there is no willful conduct  and latches on the part  of 

the pet it ioners in making such applicat ion.   He further submits 

that  no prej udice would be caused, if  the said amendment  is 

carried out  since there is no alterat ion to the boundaries but  

only amendment  to the extent  of land from Ac.1.00 to 0.14 

cents. 

 

3. Learned counsel for the respondents would contend that  

the pet it ioners f iled the present  applicat ion in order to drag on 

the issue.   It  is stated that  the pet it ioners are none other than 
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paternal aunt  of respondent  No.10, who f iled some ATC cases 

against  the respondents with a view to grab the ent ire property 

of late Nakka Satyanarayana Murthy.   It  is further stated that  

great  prej udice would be caused to the respondents if  the 

proposed amendment  is permit ted and the nature of pleadings 

would also be deviated.    

 

4. As seen from the record, the pet it ioners are not  seeking 

any amendment  of boundaries.   It  is urged that  by mistake the 

extents of land and survey numbers were wrongly ment ioned in 

the plaint  in Item No.7 of plaint  schedule property.   According 

to the pet it ioner, instead of old Survey No.344 / 1 and 

R.S.No.442/ 2, what  is required to be added is S.No.344/ 7 and 

R.S.No.441/ 10 and similarly extent  of land to be reduced to 

Ac.0.14 cents, from Ac.1.00 cents. 

 

5. It  is to be noted that  the t rial in the said case has not  yet  

commenced and the pet it ioners are not  seeking amendment  to 

any boundaries.   Their request  is only to the extent  of land and 

survey number.   Hence, I feel no prej udice would be caused to 

the respondents by accept ing the request  of the pet it ioners.   On 

the other hand, it  would help in smooth sailing of the case. 

 

6. Accordingly, this pet it ion is allowed set t ing aside the 

order passed in I.A.No.33 of 2018 in O.S.No.60 of 2011. 
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7. As a sequel thereto, Miscellaneous Pet it ions pending if  any 

in this Civil Revision Pet it ion, shall stand closed.   There shall be 

no order as to costs. 

  
____________________ 
C. PRAVEEN KUMAR, J 

29.06.2018 
vhb   

 

 


