
 HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

CIVIL REVISION PETITION Nos.6035 and 6039 of 2017 

 

COMMON ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.K.Venumadhav for petitioner and  Mr.Ravi Kiran 

Rao for respondents. 

The Civil Revision Petitions a re d irec ted  aga inst the orders 

da ted  03.08.2017 in I.A.Nos.545 and  546 of 2017. 

The defendant in O.S.No.19 of 2012 is the revision petitioner.  

The respondents filed  the sa id  suit for pa rtition and  separa te 

possession of p la int sc hedule p roperties.  One of the p leas taken 

by the revision petitioner herein is tha t there was past pa rtition 

and  the p resent suit is not ma inta inab le; a lso tha t the parties a re 

in enjoyment of respec tive a llotments.  The respondents herein 

d ispute past pa rtition. The revision petitioner filed  I.A.No.545 of 

2017 to send  family settlement da ted  14.01.1996 and  nota rized  

a ffidavit of Vemula  Ra janna  for the op inion of an expert for 

c omparison of signa tures of Vemula  Ra janna .  I.A.No.546 of 2017 

is filed  to summon the Nota rized  a ffidavit of Vemula  Ra janna  

from the offic e of Commissioner, Korutla  Munic ipa lity in File 

No.4647/ A/ 1993 for c omparison of signa ture of Vemula  Ra janna  

with family settlement deed  da ted  14.01.1996.  The lea rned  tria l 

Judge rejec ted  both the p rayers.  Henc e, the Civil Revision 

Petitions. 

The reasons assigned  by the tria l Court either for 

summoning the rec ord  from the offic e of Commissioner, Korutla  
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Munic ipa lity in File No.4647/ A/ 1993 or send ing the settlement 

deed  da ted  14.01.1996 and  the nota rized  a ffidavit of la te 

Ra janna  a re prima  fac ie not c onvinc ing .   

Mr.Ravi Kiran Rao rea lizing  the d iffic ulty in susta ining  the 

order has made a lterna tive submission to this Court, i.e. this Court 

ought not on its own d irec t summoning File No.4647/ A/ 1993 from 

the offic e of Commissioner, Korutla  Munic ipa lity and  send  the 

doc ument for the op inion of an expert.  Ac c ord ing  to him, the 

respondents herein firstly a re not admitting  the signa tures in 

settlement deed , da ted  14.01.1996 and  a lso the nota rized  

a ffidavit.  Assuming tha t signa tures of la te Vemula  Ra janna  in 

Settlement Deed  da ted  14.01.1996 ought to be c ompared , the 

c omparison must be with admitted  and  und isputed  signa tures of 

c ontempora ry period .  It is further b rought to the notic e of the 

Court tha t la te Ra janna  worked  as Deputy Eng ineer and  

c ontemporaneous signa tures c an be ob ta ined  when he was in 

servic e and / or from the sa le deed  exec uted  by la te Ra janna  on 

08.02.1993.  Therefore, he p rays for remand ing the matter to the 

tria l Court. 

  In view of the above limited  submissions, I am sa tisfied  the 

orders under revision a re set aside.  I.A.Nos.545 and  546 of 2017 

a re restored  to file and  the tria l Court is d irec ted  to pass orders in 

ac c ordanc e with law, on the p rayers made in I.A.Nos.545 and  

546 of 2017 and  a lso on the ob jec tion the respondents herein 
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ra ised  on the c ontemporaneous doc uments.  If needed , the 

respondents c an by way of Memo p lac e the deta ils of admitted  

signa tures of la te Ra janna  for c onsidera tion of lea rned  tria l 

Judge. 

The Civil Revision Petitions a re ordered  ac c ord ing ly.  No 

order as to c osts.   

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

   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 07-03-2018 
Prv 
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