
THE HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SEETHARAMA MURTI 
 

Civil Revision Pet it ion No.7365 of 2018 
 

ORDER:  
 

This Civil Revision Pet it ion, under Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of 

India, is f iled by the plaint if f  being aggrieved of docket  orders, dated 

20.11.2018 & 03.12.2018, of the learned II Addit ional Dist rict  Judge, 

Madanapalle, Chit toor Dist rict ,  whereby the plaint  was returned direct ing the 

plaint if f  to show as to how the said Court  has got  pecuniary j urisdict ion to 

entertain the suit  in view of the G.O.Ms.no.175, Law (L & LA and Just ice, Home 

Courts-A) Department , dated  08.11.2018.  

 
2.  I have heard the submissions of the learned counsel appearing for the 

pet it ioner/ plaint if f  (‘ plaint if f ’ ,  for brevity) at  the stage of admission.  I have 

perused the material record.  

 
3.  The facts, which are necessary to be stated as a preface to this order, 

are as follows:  

 The plaint if f  inst ituted a suit  in the II Addit ional Dist rict  Court , 

Madanapalle, against  the defendants for declarat ion of plaint if f ’ s right  & t it le 

over the plaint  schedule property and for consequent ial reliefs.  The said 

reliefs verbat im read as under: 

1.  To declare the plaint if f ’ s right  and t it le over the 
plaint  schedule property. 

2.  Consequent ially direct ing the defendants to remove 
the const ruct ions in the plaint  schedule property and 
deliver vacant  possession of the same to the plaint if f  
within st ipulated t ime granted by the Honourable Court ,  
if  the defendants fails to do so, the same may be done by 
due process of law by way of mandatory inj unct ion and 
deliver vacant  possession of the plaint  schedule property 
to the plaint if f .  

3.  [Consequent ially after delivery of the plaint  
schedule property to the plaint if f  to grant  permanent  
inj unct ion rest raining the defendants from interfering 
with the peaceful possession and enj oyment  of  the plaint  
schedule property.]   (deleted relief) 
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4.  Direct  the defendant  to pay the costs of the suit  
and  

5.  Such other orders as this Honourable Court  may 
deem f it  and proper in the circumstances of the case.’  

 

The market  value of the property is shown as Rs.19,50,000/ - and the relief of 

declarat ion and recovery of possession is valued at  3/ 4ths of the said market  

value, that  is, at  Rs.14,62,500/ -. The relief of mandatory inj unct ion is 

not ionally valued at  Rs.1,00,000/ -.  Thus, the total value of the suit  is shown in 

the plaint  as Rs.15,62,500/ -.  Since the value of the suit  exceeded 

Rs.15,00,000/ -, the suit  was inst ituted in the Dist rict  Court  (Addit ional), on 

27.11.2017.  The plaint  was returned with certain off ice obj ect ions as regards 

Deficit  Court  Fee.  The Deficit  Court  Fee was paid and the plaint  was re-

presented.  Then, on 20.11.2018, the plaint  was again returned to explain as to 

how the Court  has got  pecuniary j urisdict ion in view of the afore-stated GO.  

The plaint  is re-presented stat ing that  the GO is dated 08.11.2018, and that  the 

suit  was inst ituted prior to the issuance of the GO.  The plaint  was again 

returned, on 03.12.2018, on the ground that  the previous obj ect ion, dated 

20.11.2018, is not  complied with.   In the said circumstances, the present  

revision pet it ion is f iled.   

4.  Learned counsel submit ted as follows: ‘ The suit  was inst ituted in the 

Addit ional Dist rict  Court , Madanapalle, of Chit toor Dist rict ,  on 27.11.2017, as 

the total value of the reliefs claimed in the suit  being Rs.15,62,500/ - is more 

than Rs.15,00,000/ - and as by that  date, the Forum for inst itut ing the suit  is 

the Addit ional Dist rict  Court .  However, the plaint  was returned with certain 

off ice obj ect ions and was re-presented after complying with the off ice 

obj ect ion regarding payment  of Deficit  Court  Fee.  In the meanwhile, pecuniary 

j urisdict ions of the Junior Civil Court , Senior Civil Court  and the Dist rict  Court  

with regard to Original Suits and proceedings of civil nature are increased by 

the aforestated GO, dated 08.11.2018.  By a Not if icat ion, dated 08.11.2018, it  

was not if ied that  the Government  appointed ‘ 15.11.2018’ , as the date for 
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commencement  of the Andhra Pradesh Civil Courts (Amendment ) Act , 2018, 

(Act  no.26 of 2018).  Therefore, ‘ 15.11.2018’  is the date on which the 

provisions of the said Act  came into force.  Since the instant  suit  is already 

inst ituted by present ing the plaint , on 27.11.2017, as per the law in force as on 

that  day, and as the afore-stated amendment , which came into force on 

15.11.2018, is prospect ive in operat ion,  the t rial Court  is not  correct  in 

returning the plaint  on the point  of pecuniary j urisdict ion based on the 

aforesaid GO and the amended provisions of the A.P Civil Courts Act , 1972, 

which came into force from 15.11.2018 and which are prospect ive in operat ion.   

5.  For all purposes including the bar of limitat ion, the date of inst itut ion of  

the plaint  is the criterion and not  the date of regist rat ion of the suit ,  is the 

submission of the learned counsel.  In the decision in Maddilet i Alivelamma 

and another v. Saraswathamma and others1,  this Court  considered the effect  

of amendments to the provisions of the A.P Civil Courts Act , 1972, as amended 

by Act  29 of 1997, which was published and came into force on 09.12.1997.  In 

the cited decision, the facts show that  a suit  was f iled and was taken on f ile on 

30.06.1992.  The value of the subj ect  mat ter of the suit  was Rs.78,750/ -.  As 

on the date of the f il ing of the suit ,  the learned Senior Civil Judge, 

Madanapalle, had pecuniary j urisdict ion to entertain the suit .   On that  day of 

f il ing, the suit  could have been f iled only on the f ile of the said Senior Civil 

Court .   However, the learned Dist rict  Judge withdrew the said suit  and 

t ransferred it  to Principal Junior Civil Court , Madanapalle, on the purported 

ground that  the Junior Civil Court  has got  pecuniary j urisdict ion in view of the 

amended provisions of the A.P. Civil Courts Act , which came into force on 

09.12.1997.  It  was contended before this Court  that  the amendments 

int roduced in the Civil Courts Act  by way of amending Act  29 of 1997 are 

prospect ive in nature and that  the said provisions have no applicat ion to the 

suits already inst ituted and pending on the f iles of Courts of competent  

                                                 
1
 2001 (2) ALT 465 
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j urisdict ion.  This Court  referred to the decision in H.Haragopal v. Venkata 

Ratna Kumar  [1993 (1) ALT 482], wherein it  was laid down that  amendment  to 

the provisions of A.P. Civil Courts Act  are not  ret rospect ive in nature and held 

that  as on the date of f il ing of the suit ,  the learned Senior Civil Judge, 

Madanapalle, alone had pecuniary j urisdict ion to receive and t ry the suit  and 

that  the provisions of the Act  in force as on the date of inst itut ion of the suit ,  

shall cont inue to apply in respect  of such suits inst ituted unt il their f inal 

determinat ion.  In view of the factual mat rix of the present  case and the legal 

posit ion enunciated in the decision supra, this Court  f inds that  the Court  

below, which is having j urisdict ion to receive the plaint  and entertain the suit ,  

as on the date of the inst itut ion of the suit  is having the pecuniary j urisdict ion 

to t ry the suit  and that  the provisions of the A.P. Civil Courts Act , which are in 

force as on the date of the inst itut ion of the suit  shall cont inue to apply in 

respect  of the instant  suit  unt il it s f inal determinat ion by the said Court .  

6.  In the result ,  the Civil Revision Pet it ion is disposed of direct ing the 

learned II Addit ional Dist rict  Judge, Madanapalle, to receive the plaint  on its 

re-presentat ion and entertain the plaint  and register the suit ,  if  it  is otherwise 

in order.  

 Miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending in this appeal shall stand closed.   

 
 

_____________________ 
M. SEETHARAMA MURTI, J 

19.12.2018 
 
Note: - Issue CC by 21.12.2018 
(B/ o) 
RAR 


