
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

C.R.P. No.2825 OF 2012 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.Sa i Ram Murthy for revision petitioner and  no 

representa tion for respondents in sp ite of servic e of notic e. 

 The  revision petitioner is the defendant in O.S. No.86 of 2005.  

Exs.A.7 to A.9 a re rec eived  in evidenc e and  marked  through PW.1 

on 05.10.2007.  The revision petitioner ob jec ted  to marking of these 

three doc uments under Ind ian Stamp Ac t, Reg istra tion Ac t and  

Evidenc e Ac t.  The tria l Court d id  not dec ide the ob jec tion then 

and  there.  However, the doc uments were marked  as Exs.A.7 to A.9.  

The revision petitioner a fter five years when the suit is posted  for 

a rguments, filed  the instant app lica tion to hear the ob jec tions and  

demark these exhib its.  Mr.Sa i Ram Murthy lea rned  c ounsel p lac es 

relianc e on the dec ision of the Apex Court in R.V.E. Venkatac hala 

Gounder Vs. Arulmigu Viswesaraswami & V.P. Temple & AR1  and  

submits tha t the lega l ob jec tions ra ised  ought to have been 

c onsidered  and  dec ided . 

 I have perused  the rec ord  and  a lso the ra tio la id  down by the 

Apex Court in R.V.E. Venkatac hala Gounder c ase.  This Court is of 

the view tha t the ob jec tions ra ised  by the revision petitioner a re 

kep t intac t for c onsidera tion while d isposing of the suit.  The filing  of 

the instant petition though tenab le in law, but having  regard  to the 

time gap  and  a lso the fac t tha t the suit was posted  for a rgument 

when this request for dec ision on ob jec tion was ra ised , henc e, this 
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Court is not persuaded  to reopen the entire issue and  further delay 

the ad jud ic a tion of the suit.  On the other hand , to meet the ends 

of justic e while d isposing the CRP., this Court d irec ts the tria l Court to 

examine a ll the ob jec tions, the revision petitioner has aga inst Exs.A.7 

to A.9 while d isposing  of the suit.  Therefore, for the sa id  purpose, 

the revision petitioner is g iven liberty to file by way of Memo eac h 

one of the ob jec tions the petitioner has aga inst Exs.A.7 to A.9 for 

c onsidera tion by the tria l Court. 

 With the above observa tion, the CRP is d ismissed .  The tria l 

Court is d irec ted  to d ispose of the suit within six weeks from the da te 

of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

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

 

 

                    _________________ 

              S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Date:06.09.2018 

Note: 

C.C. in one week. 

B/ o. 

Stp  

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 


