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IN THE COURT OF XII ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, 

RANGA REDDY DISTRICT AT L.B.NAGAR

       PRESENT: Sri P. PRADEEP NAIK,
XII Additional District Judge at L.B.Nagar.

     Dated this the 6th day of January, 2025.

          I.A. No. 818 of 2024
      IN

        CMA.No.11 of 2020
Between:
Talla Ramulu S/o Late Sataiah, 
Aged 54 years, Occ: Agriculture, 
R/o H. No. 2-89, Rayannaguda Village, 
Shamshabad Mandal, Rangareddy District.         ….Petitioner/Respondent

  
AND

B.Janardhan Reddy, Rep. by his GPA holder, 
G.Srikanth Reddy, S/o G.Janardhan Reddy, 
Aged 48 years, Occ: Business, 
R/o H. No. 8-2-293/82/NI/241, Sri Saisadan, 
MP and MLA colony, Road No. 10C, Jubilee Hills, Hyderabad.

….Respondents/Appellant

This Interlocutory Application is coming for final hearing before me in
the presence  of  Sri  M/s.G.Rama Rao,  Counsel  for  petitioner/respondent and
M/s.V.Srinivas,  counsel  for  respondent/appellant  and  stood  over  for
consideration till this day, this Court delivered the following:

:: ORDER ::

This petition is filed by the petitioner/plaintiff under Order XLI Rule 27(2) of

C.P.C., to receive documents.  

2. The brief facts of the case are that the petitioner submitted that  there are

some documents which are crucial and important to his case. He haven't obtained

certified copies of the same were required to be marked as exhibits in the case vide
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C.M.A. No. 11 of 2020. Some of the important documents i.e., C.C. of Form T.S.1, dt.

5-5-2018, 2)C.C. of Certificate issued by Grampanchayat Office, Kacharama, dt. 24-6-

2019  etc.,  the  petitioner  counsel  submitted  that  filing  the  certified  copies  of

documents of  the same for  the purpose of  marking the same as Exhibits  in  his

evidence  in  this  EP  case.  The  said  documents  which  are  annexed  to  the  list  of

documents hereunder and are very crucial for proper adjudication of the case. Hence

prayed to allow the petition.

3. On receipt of notice the respondent/defendant no.2 had filed the counter by

denying all the averments mentioned by the petitioner/plaintiff and finally prayed to

dismiss the petition.

4. Heard both sides.

5. Now the point for consideration is

whether there are justifiable grounds to allow the petition?

6. POINT:

This Petition is filed by the Petitioner in this EP against the respondent.

The petitioner/plaintiff filed the the documents i.e., 1)C.C. of Form T.S.1, dt. 5-5-

2018, 2)C.C. of Certificate issued by Grampanchayat Office, Kacharama, dt. 24-6-

2019, 3)C.C. of Letter issued by office of Registrar of Births & Deaths, dt. 24-10-

2016,  4)C.C.  of  Grampanchayat  Receipts,  5)C.C.  of  TS Online  Receipts,  6)C.C.  of

Representation given by Talla Ramulu, dt. 20-6-2018, 7)C.C. of TS Online Receipts

and  Electricity  Bills,  8)C.C.  of  FIR  No.  332/2022,  dt,  6-7-2022  on  the  file  of
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PS.Shamshabad, 9)C.C. of Billing Collection and Arrears Particulars issued by Asst.

Engineer, Operation T.G.S.P.D.C.L., Shapur, 10).C.C. of Judgement passed in C.c. No.

106 of 2018, On the file of the Hon'ble Special Magistrate Court-II at Rajendranagar,

Rangareddy  District,  11)C.C.  of  FIR  No.  358/2017,  dt.  14-8-2017  on  the  file  of

Cyberabad, 12)C.C. of Charge Sheet, dt. 15-12-2017 in FIR 358/2017, Along case

diary,  13)C.C.  of  FIR  121/2024,  dt.  13-2-2024  on  the  file  of  P.S.,  Shamshabad,

14)C.C. of Deposition of Witness in C.C. No. 106/2018, 15)C.C. of FIR No. 258/2016,

dt. 10-10-2016 on the file of Cyberabad P.S., Shamshabad, 16). C.C. of Charge Sheet

filed in FIR 258 of 2016, along with Case Diary, 17). C.C. of FIR No. 117/2024, dt.

12-2-2024 on the file of the P.S. Shamshabad, Cyberabad, 18). C.C. of Charge Sheet

filed in FIR. No. 117/2024, along With Case Diary, 19). C.C. of Plaint filed in O.S. No.

129 of  2016 on the file of  The Hon'be Junior Civil  Judge Cum XVII  Metropoltan

Magistrate at Rajendranagar, 20). C.C. of Complaint given by M.Nageshwar Reddy,

Before  SHO,  Shamshabad  P.S.,  dt.  10-2-2024.   The  documents  filed  by  the

petitioner/plaintiff were relevant to this case and the documents are received subject

to proof and relevancy.  

7. In the result  the petition is allowed, the documents are received subject  to

proof and relevancy.

(Typed to my dictation, corrected, signed and pronounced by me, on this the 6th  day of January,
2025.)

      XII Addl. District and Sessions Judge,
           Ranga Reddy District. 
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APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE

Witnesses examined
- Nil -

::EXHIBITS FOR PETITIONER AND RESPONDENTS
:- Nil - 

      XII Addl. District and Sessions Judge,
          Ranga Reddy District.  

 


