
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .5 6 9 4  OF 2 0 1 7  

ORDER:   

  

 This revision, under Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of I ndia read 

with Sect ion 28 of Andhra Pradesh (Telangana Area)  Abolit ion of 

I nam s Act , 1955, is filed by the pet it ioner/ defendant  No.8 aggrieved 

by the order dated 05.09.2017 passed in I .A.No.132 of 2017 in 

O.S.No.91 of 2008 by the Principal Junior Civil Judge at  Shadnagar, 

whereby the applicat ion filed by the revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.8 

under Order VI  Rule 17 read with Sect ion 151 of CPC and Rule 28 of 

Civil Rules of Pract ice for am endm ent  of the schedule propert ies for 

inclusion of survey num bers and extent  of land was dism issed. 

2. Heard learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.8, 

learned counsel for the respondent  No.1/ plaint iff and perused the 

record. 

3. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.8 would 

contend that  the property which is sought  to be brought  on record is 

ancest ral property of the part ies.  I nadvertent ly, it  was not  brought  on 

record.   I t  is necessary for determ inat ion of the subject  suit ,  which is 

filed for part it ion and separate possession by the respondent  

No.1/ plaint iff.   The Court  below erroneously dism issed the subject  

I nter locutory Applicat ion and ult im ately prayed to set  aside the 

im pugned order and allow the civil revision pet it ion as prayed for. 

4. Learned counsel for the respondent  No.1/ plaint iff would contend 

that  the subject  I nter locutory Applicat ion was filed belatedly.  There 

are no details of alienat ion.  Further, the docum ents filed in support  of 

the subject  I nter locutory Applicat ion do not  support  the case of the 

revision pet it ioner.  The Court  below is just ified in dism issing the 
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subject  I nter locutory Applicat ion and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the 

revision pet it ion. 

5. I t  is evident  from  the record that  the subject  I nter locutory 

Applicat ion was filed after com m encem ent  of t r ial and at  the stage of 

cross-exam inat ion of P.W.1. The revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.8 

was brought  on record after the death of defendant  No.4.  The revision 

pet it ioner has not  given the details of sale deeds executed in favour of 

the so-called persons.  There are no details of alienat ion.  There is no 

whisper in the writ ten statem ent / counter filed by defendant  No.4, who 

is the m other of the revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.8, about  an 

extent  of Acs.13.31 guntas of land and the disputes raised with regard 

to the joint  ownership over the property said to have been alienated.  

The Court  below had elaborately dealt  with the subm issions and 

passed the im pugned order assigning num ber of reasons.  Earlier the 

revision pet it ioner did not  raise any dispute with regard to the 

ent it lem ent  over the property shown in the schedule.  He has raised a 

dispute belatedly that  too, without  giving details of alienat ion. Under 

these circum stances, there is no illegality in the im pugned order.  The 

civil revision pet it ion is devoid of m erit  and is liable to dism issed. 

6. I n the result , the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed. 

The Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending shall stand closed.  

No costs. 

             ______________________ 

              Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  28.01.2020 

ssp 


