
 

 

HONOURABLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .2 2 8 1  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:  

This revision is filed under Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of 

I ndia aggrieved by the order dated 18.06.2019 passed in 

I A.No.217 of 2019 in OS.No.20 of 2012 by the Senior Civil 

Judge, Jangaon, wherein the applicat ion filed by the revision 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs to m ake certain am endm ents to the 

typographical errors was dism issed. 

2. Heard both sides and perused the m aterial on record. 

3. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners subm its that  

the correct ion/ am endm ent  sought  would not  alter the nature of 

the suit  and neither the sam e would give a different  cause of 

act ion and inadvertent ly those m istakes have crept  in.  Having 

not iced the sam e, the applicat ion was filed to am end as prayed 

for.  However, the Court  below without  there being any 

just ifiable reason was pleased to dism iss the applicat ion, which 

is erroneous and ult im ately prayed to set  aside the order 

im pugned. 

4. On the other hand, learned counsel for the respondents 

would subm it  that  the am endm ent  sought  changes the nature of 

the suit  and it  gives a different  cause of act ion and under the 

given circum stances, the Court  below was just ified in dism issing 

the applicat ion and ult im ately, supported the im pugned order. 

5. I n view of the subm issions m ade on both sides, the 

point  for considerat ion is:  “Whether the im pugned order dated 
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18.06.2019 passed in I .A.No.217 of 2019 is liable to be set  aside 

and I .A.No.217 of 2019 can be allowed as prayed for?”  

6. The pet it ioners have sought  the following am endm ents:  

( i)  That  at  para No.I I I  after the word in the plaint  

husband of defendant  No.5, the No.5 is to be 

replaced with ‘1’.  “The 4 th line the defendants 1 to 

8 are the third part ies to the plaint iff and also the 

suit  schedule property”  is to be deleted. 

( ii)  That  at  para-V the ent it lem ent  of shares are also 

wrongly typed.  The defendants 1 to 3 to be 

corrected as defendant  No.1 and after ent it led to 

12/ 100 paisa share and defendants 2 and 3 are 

ent it led to 44/ 100 each share in the suit  schedule 

property.  The word after 1/ 4 th share “each of 

1/ 3 rd”  is to be deleted by m ent ioned each of 

44/ 100 th share. 

( iii)  That  at  para-VI I  at  seventh line 1 to 3 is to be 

replaced with 1 and 2 at  8 th line 1 to 4 is to be 

replaced with 1, 2 and 4. 

( iv)  That  at  para-VI I I  at  6 th line 1 to 3 is to be 

replaced with 1 and 2. 

(v)  That  at  para- I X at  4 th line after 1 and 2 “ through”  

is to be corrected as “ though”  at  6 th line No.4 the 

following need to be added.  That  the defendant  

No.3 Annam  Aparna Reddy who is none other than 

own sister of defendant  No.2, she is a coparcener 

to the joint  fam ily and she is a class- I  heir  and she 
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is ent it led to 44/ 100 share in the suit  schedule 

propert ies and she is not  resorted to sell any 

extent  of land, the sam e is borne out  by very 

alleged sale deeds.  As her r ights are involved and 

are to be decided, she is necessary and proper 

party, as such she added as party defendant  No.3 

to the suit .   At  6 th line 1 to 4 is to be replaced with 

1, 2 and 4, at  11 th line 1 to 8 is to be replaced as 

1, 2 and 4 to 8. 

(vi)  That  at  para-XI  at  2nd line 1 to 4 is to be replaced 

with 1, 2 and 4, at  5 th line 1 to 4 is replaced with 

1, 2 and 4, at  7 th line 1 to 4 is to be replaced with 

1, 2 and 4. 

(vii)  That  at  para-XVI  which related to relief at  (b)  

second line 1/ 3 rd is to be replaced with 44/ 100 at  

(c) . At  3 rd line 1/ 3 rd is to be replaced with 

44/ 100.”  

7. The above am endm ents sought  to be m ade would 

reveal that  som e typographical errors have crept  in, in the plaint  

while draft ing inadvertent ly and having not iced the sam e, the 

pet it ioners have filed the present  applicat ion.  The above 

proposed am endm ents would not  change the nature of the suit  

nor give a different  cause of act ion.  Now the suit  is com ing up 

for cross exam inat ion of DW.1. 

8. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners has 

conceded that  the revision pet it ioners/ plaint iffs have com pleted 

their  evidence in the suit  and there is no need to exam ine 



 
Dr. SA,J 

CRP.No.2281 of 2019 

 

4 

 

further witnesses or to recall any of the witnesses exam ined on 

their behalf, except  with regard to the correct ion of num ericals 

of the defendants as well as allocat ion/ ent it lem ent  of the shares.  

As subm it ted by the learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners 

if the am endm ents sought  are m ade, there will be no m aterial 

change in the pleadings as well as in the evidence.  Under the 

given circum stances, the Court  below ought  to have allowed the 

applicat ion.  The proposed am endm ents are also necessary to 

determ ine the ent it lem ent  of the part ies to the lit igat ion. 

9. Accordingly, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is allowed and 

the im pugned order dated 18.06.2019 is set  aside and the 

I .A.217 of 2019 is allowed as prayed for.  No costs. 

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand closed. 

 

________________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  29.10.2019     
ska 


