
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

C.R.P. No.541 OF 2013 

ORDER: 

 

 Defendants 1, 3 to 5 in O.S. No.21 of 2003 a re the revision 

petitioners.  The suit is for pa rtition and  separa te possession of the 

p la int sc hedule p roperties. 

 The respondents/ p la intiffs filed  I.A. No.738 of 2012 for 

amendment of p la int under Order 6 Rule 17 of CPC.  This Court is of 

the view tha t if we exc erp t the p roposed  amendment, the same 

exp la ins the reasons and  c irc umstanc es under whic h the tria l Court 

has exerc ised  its d isc retion.  The p roposed  amendment reads thus: 

 “ 1.Certified copy of registered sale deed dated 

07.10.2006 (Document No.2613/2006) executed by 

Gandavarapu Shailaja in favour of Gummadi Venkata 

Subbaiah) 

      2.Certified copy of registered sale deed dt.07.10.2006 

(Document No.2614/2006) executed by Manrikonda 

Venkata Subbamma in favour of Gummadi Venkata 

Subbaiah. 

      3.Certified copy of registered sale deed dated 

29.09.2011 (Document No.5871/2001) executed by 

Palagadu Usha Rani in favour of Gummadi Swetha. 

      4.Certified copy of registered sale deed dt.29.09.2011 

(Document No.5872/2011) executed by Pathi Sudhakar 

in favour of Gummadi Ravi Theja.”  

 The lea rned  tria l Judge a llowed  the app lic a tion sub jec t to 

c osts of Rs.1000/ - payab le to revision petitioners.  Henc e, the 

revision petition. 

  Mr.Venka ta  Narayana  c ontends tha t the Court below 

having ac c ep ted  tha t the evidenc e in the suit sinc e has 

c ommenc ed  and  witnesses a re examined , c ommitted  an illega lity 

in a llowing the amendment petition.  He further c ontends tha t the 
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amendment ought not to have been ordered  having notic ed  tha t 

the p roperties stand  in the name of 3rd  pa rty. 

 I have perused  the order under revision and  a lso noted  the 

submissions of Mr.Venka ta  Narayana .  Prima  fac ie this Court is of the 

view tha t the p roposed  amendment adds one more sc hedule to 

the p la int.  In support of the c la im for pa rtition, a  few doc uments 

a re relied  on by the respondents.  Admitted ly, none of these 

situa tions or c irc umstanc es the respondents c ould  have expec ted  

to have first information, and  on c oming to know of the transac tions 

and  p roperties, the p rayer for amendment is made.  It is well settled  

tha t the suit for pa rtition dec ides the d ispute and  the rights of the 

parties c omprehensively.  Looking from tha t ang le, this Court sees 

no reason to interfere with the order under revision.  The revision fa ils 

and  is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  The tria l Court c onsiders d isposing  of 

the suit as exped itiously as possib le, p referab ly within eight (8) 

weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  The tria l 

Court takes up  the tria l on day-to-day basis and  c omp letes the tria l 

within the time stipula ted  by this Court.  The parties, for any reason, 

if do not c oopera te with the Court for timely c omp letion, the tria l 

Court is g iven liberty to rec ord  its reasons and  p roc eed  in 

ac c ordanc e with law.   

 No order as to c osts. 

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

 

 

                    _________________ 

              S.V.BHATT, J 

Date:07.09.2018 

Stp  


