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CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON Nos.1 7 4 9  an d  1 7 5 5  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

 

COMMON ORDER:  

 

 Since the issue involved in these two Civil Revision 

Pet it ions is one and the sam e, they are being disposed of by this 

com m on order. 

 

2. These two Civil Revision Pet it ions, under Art icle 227 of the 

Const itut ion of I ndia, are filed by the pet it ioners/ respondents 1, 

3 and 4 aggrieved by the orders, dated 14.06.2019, passed in 

I .A.Nos.111 and 110 of 2019 in O.S.No.151 of 2010 by the 

Senior Civil Judge, Viakarabad, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict .   

 

3. Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioners, learned 

counsel for the 1st respondent  and perused the record.  

 

4. The part ies are hereinafter referred to as they are arrayed 

in I .A.No.111 of 2019. 

 

4. The pet it ioner/ plaint iff filed I .A.No.111 of 2019 under 

Order XVI I I  Rule 17 of C.P.C to recall D.W.1 for further cross-

exam inat ion.  Sim ultaneously, the pet it ioner filed I .A.No.110 of 

2019 under Sect ion 151 C.P.C. to reopen the case for further 

cross exam inat ion of D.W.1.  The Court  below allowed both the 

applicat ions. 

 

5. Learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ respondents 1, 3 and 4 

would subm it  that  D.W.1 was already cross-exam ined twice and 

there is no necessity for further cross-exam inat ion of D.W.1.  



                                            

           
 

                                                                             

2 

 

 

 
 

 

 
The Court  below erroneously allowed both the applicat ions and 

ult im ately, prayed to set  aside the im pugned orders.  

 

6. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 1st respondent  

would subm it  that  the Court  below after considering evidence 

adduced by both part ies, allowed both the applicat ions and there 

are no grounds to set  aside the sam e.  

 

7. As seen from  the record, there is no cross-exam inat ion 

with regard to Ex.A.8, dated 25.05.2018, issued by the Sub-

Regist rar, Tandur. Therefore, the further cross-exam inat ion of 

D.W.1 is necessary with regard to Ex.A.8.  The Court  below 

having assigned reasons, allowed both the applicat ions. There is 

no infirm ity or perversity in the orders passed by the Court . The 

Court  below also did not  exceed its jur isdict ion in allowing the 

applicat ions.  Hence, both the civil revision pet it ions are devoid 

of m erits and they are liable to be dism issed.  

 

8. Accordingly, both the Civil Revision Pet it ions are dism issed. 

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in these two civil revision 

pet it ions shall stand closed.  There shall be no order as to costs.     

 

______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

1 3
t h

 Nov em b er , 2 0 1 9  
 

YVL 
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