
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON Nos.1 8 7 9 , 2 0 0 1   

an d  2 0 1 4  o f  2 0 1 9  

COMMON ORDER:   

  

These three Civil Revision Pet it ions ar ise out  of the 

com m on order passed in the I nter locutory Applicat ions filed in 

the sam e suit  between the sam e part ies and hence, they are 

being disposed of by this com m on order.  

 

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

Const itut ion of I ndia, are filed by the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, 

aggrieved by the com m on order, dated 24.07.2019, passed in 

I .A.Nos.26, 27 and 24 of 2019 in O.S.No.1 of 2009 by the 

learned Addit ional Junior Civil Judge, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  at  

I brahim patnam , whereby, the applicat ions filed by the revision 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, to reopen the evidence of the 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, recall P.W.1 and to receive docum ents filed 

by the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, were dism issed.  

3. Heard learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners/  

plaint iffs, learned counsel for respondent  No.1/ defendant  No.1 

and perused the record.  

4. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners/ plaint iffs would 

contend that  the cert ified copies of pahanies are relevant  for the 

purpose of the subject  suit , which is filed for declarat ion of 

ownership and recovery of possession and for rect ificat ion of 

records of r ights in respect  of suit  schedule lands.  The cert ified 

copies of pahanies reveal the nam es of the pet it ioners as 
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pat tadars and possessors.  Those docum ents relate to the years 

pr ior to the filing of the suit  in the year 2009. Before filing of the 

suit , an applicat ion was filed before the Tahsildar concerned to 

furnish the docum ents.  Vide m em o dated 26.05.2009, those 

copies were not  furnished on the ground that  the records were 

not  available.  Further, the cert ified copies of the orders in File 

No.B/ 4037/ 90 were also not  furnished stat ing that  the file was 

assigned to I brahim patnam  Bagayath Village.  Therefore, they 

could not  be filed at  the t im e of filing of the suit .  After filing of 

the suit , the file relat ing to the or iginal pahanies were t raced and 

cert ified copies were issued in favour of the revision 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs.  Those docum ents are necessary for 

determ inat ion of the suit .  Under these circum stances, the Court  

below ought  to have considered the request  m ade by the 

revision pet it ioners/ plaint iffs and received the docum ents.  

However, the Court  below erroneously dism issed the subject  

applicat ions and ult im ately prayed to set  aside the im pugned 

com m on order and allow the civil revision pet it ions are prayed 

for. 

5. On the other hand, learned counsel for respondent  

No.1/ defendant  No.1 would subm it  that  the cert ified copies are 

not  relevant  for the purpose of determ inat ion of the suit .   They 

are pressed into service belatedly.  The Court  below is just ified 

in dism issing the applicat ions since the revision 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs are t rying to prot ract  the lit igat ion and 

ult im ately prayed to dism iss the revision pet it ion. 
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6. I n view of the subm issions m ade by both sides, the point  

that  ar ises for determ inat ion is:  

“ W h et h er  t h e com m on  o r d er , d at ed  

2 4 .0 7 .2 0 1 9 , p assed  in  I .A.Nos.2 6 , 2 7  an d  2 4  o f  

2 0 1 9  in  O.S.No .1  o f  2 0 0 9  b y  t h e lear n ed  

Ad d i t ion a l  Ju n io r  Civ i l  Ju d g e, Ran g a Red d y  

Dist r i ct  a t  I b r ah im p at n am , is l iab le t o  b e set  

asid e?”  

7. A perusal of the m em o, dated 26.05.2009 reveals that  the 

revision pet it ioners have applied for the cert ified copies of 

pahanies in respect  of the lands covered by Sy.Nos.380 and 381 

vide File No.149 of 2009 and the cert ified copies were not  

furnished stat ing that  the record was not  available.  The revision 

pet it ioners filed an applicat ion to get  the cert ified copies of the 

orders in File No.B/ 4037/ 90.  I t  was also not  provided stat ing 

that , on verificat ion of I nward register, it  was assigned to 

I brahim patnam  Bagayath Village.   

8. Adm it tedly, the cert ified copies of the proposed docum ents 

were not  issued to the revision pet it ioners before filing of the 

suit .  The cert ified copies reveal that  they were obtained on 

01.05.2019 and reflect  the nam e of the father of the pet it ioner 

as Kondaiah.  The subject  suit  is filed for declarat ion of 

ownership and recovery of possession and for rect ificat ion of 

records of r ights in respect  of suit  schedule lands.  The revision 

pet it ioners are claim ing the suit  schedule property on the dem ise 

of their  father, late Kondaiah, whose nam e is recorded in the 

cert ified copies of the proposed docum ents in respect  of the suit  

schedule property.  So, they are relevant  for determ inat ion of 
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the suit .   Though the applicat ion was filed belatedly, genuine 

reasons are explained on behalf of the revision pet it ioners in not  

obtaining the cert ified copies of those docum ents.  Since the 

proposed docum ents are necessary for effect ive adjudicat ion of 

the subject  m at ter of the suit , the Court  below ought  to have 

accorded perm ission to file those docum ents.  Under these 

circum stances, the im pugned com m on order is liable to be set  

aside grant ing leave to the revision pet it ioners to file proposed 

docum ents, which are relevant  for the purpose of determ inat ion 

of the suit .  Consequent ly, the revision pet it ioners/ plaint iffs are 

ent it led to reopen their  evidence and recall P.W.1 for m arking of 

the docum ents in quest ion. 

9. Subject  to the above direct ions and observat ions, the Civil 

Revision Pet it ion Nos.1879, 2001 and 2014 of 2019 are allowed 

set t ing aside the com m on order dated 24.07.2019, passed in 

I .A.Nos.26, 27 and 24 of 2019 in O.S.No.1 of 2009 by the 

learned Addit ional Junior Civil Judge, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  at  

I brahim patnam . Consequent ly, I .A.Nos.26, 27 and 24 of 2019 

are allowed as prayed for.  However, the Court  below shall not  

take into considerat ion any of the observat ions m ade in these 

civil revision pet it ions while determ ining the lis in the subject  

suit . No order as to costs.  

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in these Civil 

Revision Pet it ions, shall stand closed.   

                    

______________________ 

                     Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  20.02.2020 

ssp 


