
 

 HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

CIVIL REVISION PETITION Nos.1751 and 1752 of 2018 

 

COMMON ORDER: 

 

The p la intiff in O.S.No.105 of 2011 in the Court of Add itiona l 

Junior Civil Judge, Husnabad , is the revision petitioner.  The 

petitioner through I.A.Nos.79 and  80 of 2018 seek leave of the 

Court to p lac e on rec ord  c erta in doc uments a long with Memo 

da ted  25.01.2018 issued  by the Manda l Revenue Offic er, 

Chigurumamid i, Karimnagar Distric t and  to c a ll PW.1 for further 

evidenc e.  The purpose of the Memo is to demonstra te on 

a lleged  fac t of existenc e of muta tion order sa id  to have been 

issued  in favour of defendant.  The lea rned  tria l Judge rejec ted  

the p rayers and  the reasons rec orded  read  thus :- 

“ On perusal of the documents sought  to be f iled they 

are documents that  came into existence very recent ly and 

much later after f il ing of the suit  and also after complet ing 

the cross examinat ion of the plaint if f .   Also the content ion in 

the document  sought  to be received is that  the MRO is being 

addressed not  to entertain any mutat ion over the suit  land 

t il l disposal of the suit ,  the pet it ioner has not  explained how 

and why he intends to make use of  the documents and what  

purpose would it  serve in the present  context  of the case.  

There is one document  issued by MRO in the year 2018 

wherein the pet it ioners have sought  some documents 

pertaining to the suit  f rom the MRO off ice, which shows the 

lackadaisical approach of the plaint if fs in pursuing their suit ,  

and also they have not  offered any explanat ion how the 

document  would help their case, hence in these 
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circumstances, this court  is not  inclined to allow the 

pet it ion.”   

 

Henc e, the Civil Revision Petitions. 

Mr.Venka teshwarulu c ontends tha t the doc uments now 

sought to be relied  on by the petitioner is rec eived  by petitioner 

subsequent to the c losure of evidenc e of PW.1.  Neither on fac t 

nor in law anything c an be a ttributed  to the revision petitioner as 

he is not d iligent and  d id  not take timely steps.  He further 

c ontends tha t the effort of revision petitioner is only to 

demonstra te or to c la rify one of the suggestions put to revision 

petitioner when he was c ross-examined  by the defendant.  He 

further c ontends tha t no p rejud ic e will oc c asion if PW.1 is 

rec a lled  and  leave is granted . 

This Court has perused  the rec ord  and  taken note of the 

submission of lea rned  c ounsel for revision petitioner.   

At the outset, this Court is of the view tha t the doc uments 

now sought to be relied  on a re issued  during  pendenc y of the 

suit.  The p roc eed ing issued  by an offic er in exerc ise of power 

under the A.P.Rights in Land  and  Pa ttadar Pass Books Ac t, 1979 

(for short ‘ the Ac t’ ) itself is not b ind ing on a  Civil Court in view of 

Sec tion 8 of the Ac t.  Now the revision petitioner seeks to 

demonstra te a  nega tive c irc umstanc e by p lac ing  on rec ord  a  

Memo.  Apart from the reasons assigned  by the tria l Court, this 

Court is of the view tha t the evidenc e need  not be reopened  
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muc hless leave be granted  to revision petitioner.  The tria l c ourt 

has rightly d ismissed  the app lic a tions.  I do not see ground  

warranting  interferenc e by this Court under Artic le 227 of the 

Constitution of Ind ia . 

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

It is made c lea r tha t either the rejec tion of p rayer by the tria l 

Court or d ismissa l of Civil Revision Petitions by this Court c annot 

and  ought not to be apprec ia ted  as restric ting  c ross-

examina tion of the p la intiff, when the witness is in the box and  a  

few doc uments on whic h now information is ga thered  by the 

p la intiff c an be relied  on. 

With the above observa tions, the Civil Revision Petitions a re 

d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing, sha ll stand  c losed .  

   

 
 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 16-03-2018 
Prv 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


