
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 f ile of the 

Principal Junior Civil Judge, Kakinada, wherein an applicat ion 

f iled to de-exhibit  Exs.P1 and P2, was dismissed, the present  

Civil Revision Pet it ion came to be f iled.  

2) The facts in issue are as under:  

 The 1st respondent  herein f iled the above A.T.C. against  

the pet it ioner and other respondents herein seeking to 

declare him as cult ivat ing tenant  of the pet it ion schedule 

property and to grant  a consequent ial inj unct ion rest raining 

the respondents therein from in any way interfering with his 

peaceful possession and enj oyment  over the pet it ion 

schedule property.   During pendency of the A.T.C. the 

pet it ioner herein f iled I.A.No.2392 of 2017 to de-exhibit  

Exs.P1 and P2, which were marked on behalf  of the f irst  

respondent  herein, on the ground that  the documents itself  

contain a prohibit ion that  those documents cannot  be used as 

evidences in civil courts.     After considering the material on 

record the t rial Court  dismissed the said applicat ion.  

Challenging the same the present  revision came to be f iled.   
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3) Learned counsel for the pet it ioner 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 f irst  respondent  would submit  

that  the f irst  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 f irst  respondent  herein 

f iled A.T.C. to declare him as cult ivat ing tenant  of the 

schedule property and for consequent ial inj unct ion 

rest raining the respondents therein from interfering with his 

peaceful possession and enj oyment  over the schedule 

property and he is not  claiming any right  or t it le against  the 

landlord.    It  would be useful to ext ract  the contents of the 

documents, which are as under:  

"గమǵక: పంట ఋణాలు, సǹస్Ĭీ ȇతత్Ĳాలు, Ǽమాను Ƿొ ందİాǵకి, పర్కృǳ 

ȇపతుత్ ల వలల్  కాǶ,  లేİా ȇతత్Ĳాల/ఇతర వయ్వȎాయ పĸికĸాలలో లోǷాల వలల్  కాǶ 

పంటనషట్ం/పంట İెబబ్ ǳనన్ందుకు నషట్  పĸిȏరం కెల్ķము కారుడ్ İారుణికి Ȉలు 
కȃĳింĨే ఉİేద్శముĮో ఆ కారుడ్ ను జాĸిĨేయడĶైంİి.   కాǶ మĸే ఇతర పర్Ȃజనం 

కోసం కాదు. అటిట్  Ǽమాĳౖె  పర్ȂజĲాలను Ƿొ ందĬాǵకి కారుడ్ İారుడు మాతర్Ķ ే

అరుహ్ Ĭై ఉంటాడు.  చటట్ంకిర్ంద  ఎవĸౖెĲా Ĳాయ్య ǵరణ్య  అıికాĸి ముందు 
భూȎావ్ǽకి వయ్ǳĸేకంĦా భూǽĳౖె హకుక్ను కేల్ķము ĨేసుకోవĬాǵకి లేİా 
సమĸిధ్ంచుకొవĬాǵకి Ȏాషౝయ్ంĦా ఈ కోరుట్ ను ఉపȂĦించకూడదు". 
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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. eligibil it y card 

cannot  be used as evidence before any Court .  As seen from 

the record the f irst  respondent  has not  claimed any right  

against  the landlord or t it le over the property.  He is only 

seeking to declare him as a cult ivat ing tenant .  Apart  from 

that  the pet it ioner failed to raise any obj ect ion at  the t ime 

of marking the documents on behalf  of the f irst  respondent  

and consequent ly the said documents were marked as Exs.P1 

and P2.  It  is set t led principles of law that  once a document  

is admit ted in evidence, without  obj ect ion, there cannot  be 

any challenge as to it s admissibil it y subsequent ly.   As the 

documents in quest ion are already admit ted in evidence and 

marked as Exs.P1 and P2 on behalf  of the 1st respondent  

herein without  any obj ect ion and the said documents are 

f iled only to prove that  the 1st respondent  herein is the 

cult ivat ing tenant  of the subj ect  land, the t rial Court  has 

marked the said documents as Exs.P1 and P2. Hence, I do not  

f ind any inf irmity in the order under revision.   

7) Accordingly, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dismissed.  

There shall be no order as to costs.  
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8) As a sequel thereto, Miscellaneous Pet it ions pending if  

any, shall stand closed.  

 
________________________ 

  JUSTICE C.PRAVEEN KUMAR 

28.09.2018  
gkv 

 

 

 

 


