THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No. 2394 of 2018

ORDER:

1)  Aggrieved by the order, dated 19.08.03.2018, passed in
I.A.No.2392 of 2017 in A.T.C.No.18 of 2016 on the file of the
Principal Junior Givil Judge, Kakinada, wherein an application
filed to de-exhibit Exs.P1 and P2, was dismissed, the present

Civil Revision Petition came to be filed.
2) The factsin issue are as under:

The 1% respondent herein filed the above A.T.C. against
the petitioner and. other respondents herein seeking to
declare him as cultivating tenant of the petition schedule
property and to grant a consequential injunction restraining
the respondents therein from in any way interfering with his
peaceful possession and enjoyment over the petition
schedule property. During pendency of the A.-T.C. the
petitioner herein filed 1.A.No.2392 of 2017 to de-exhibit
Exs.P1 and P2, which were marked on behalf of the first
respondent herein, on the ground that the documents itself
contain a prohibition that those documents cannot be used as
evidences in civil courts.  After considering the material on
record the trial Court dismissed the said application.

Challenging the same the present revision came to be filed.



3) Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that
the contents of the documents itself show that the said
documents cannot be used as evidence in a civil Court, as

such the said documents cannot be marked as Exs.P1 and P2.

4)  Learned counsel for the first respondent would submit
that the first respondent herein has not claimed any right
over the property and against the landlord, as such the same

cannot be demarked.

5 As seen from the record, the. first respondent herein
filed AT.C. to declare him as-cultivating tenant of the
schedule property - and for consequential injunction
restraining the respondents therein from interfering with his
peaceful possession and enjoyment over the schedule
property and he is not -claiming any right or title against the
landlord. It would be useful to extract the contents of the
documents, which are as under:

"B0E: Doty EFRD, DG DG, DIr Todswedd, A
DOV HY S0, T DPTV/QBEG HHI 0D HOST-VS’ e DY 52
DoVR/H0e) Beyy B0 BF DODGo Fowdw SGTEEIS Dew
£90% &Z3008 ¢ DO 2POBOVED0. T LT RSB PATBD0
E0 . 08 DI  HATFRTON Todmrdd G g
OO Gotrcd.  WV80fod  AIZT® Jefa Ao @GSO B0
e;irb"smé HBEore HrQP LD Fowadw B8 Jow
RBGOEDLRAS Jrggore & & OB AoBErE”.



6) A reading of the contents of the document would show
that while claiming any right against the landlord with regard
to the landed property, the said document ie. eligibility card
cannot be used as evidence before any Court. As seen from
the record the first respondent has not claimed any right
against the landlord or title over the property. He is only
seeking to declare him as a cultivating tenant. Apart from
that the petitioner failed to raise-any objection at the time
of marking the documents on behalf of the first respondent
and consequently the said documents were marked as Exs. P1
and P2. It is settled principles of law that once a document
is admitted in evidence, without objection, there cannot be
any challenge as to its-admissibility subsequently. As the
documents in question are already admitted in evidence and
marked as Exs.P1 and P2 on behalf of the 1% respondent
herein without any objection and the said documents are
filed only to prove that the 1% respondent herein is the
cultivating tenant of the subject land, the trial Court has
marked the said documents as Exs.P1 and P2. Hence, | do not

find any infirmity in the order under revision.

7)  Accordingly, the Givil Revision Petition is dismissed.

There shall be no order asto costs.



8) As a sequel thereto, Miscellaneous Petitions pending if

any, shall stand closed.

JUSTICE C.PRAVEEN KUMAR
28.09.2018
gkv



