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1.The present revision petition has been filed by the petitioner,

assailing the order dated 25.11.2025 in Civil Suit No.34/86/2025

titled as 'Bheem Singh & Ors. Vs. Ashok Kumar & Ors.', passed by

the learned Civil Judge and Judicial Magistrate, Neemrana, District

Kotputli-Behror, whereby the application filed under Order 7 Rule

11 of CPC by the petitioner-defendant has been dismissed.

2. Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  from  the

averments of the plaint, more particularly, para No.8 of the plaint,

it  is  evident  that  the  respondents-plaintiff  have  filed  suit  for

correction  of  entries  before  the  learned  Sub-Divisional  Officer,

Neemrana  and  the  same  is  pending  consideration.  He  further

submits that in view of the law laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme

Court in the matter of  Pyarelal Vs. Shubhendra Pilania1, the

present suit cannot be tried by the learned Court below in view of

the bar contained in Section 207 read with Section 256 of  the

Rajasthan Tenancy Act, 1955.

1      2019 1 S.C.R. 717
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3. Heard.

4. In view of the above, issue notice to the respondents.

5. Notices be filed in two sets and upon filing the same, one set

be  sent  by  ordinary  post  and  another  by  registered  post,

returnable within four weeks.

6. Notice be given 'dasti' to learned counsel for the petitioner.

7. List  this  matter  along  with  S.B.  Civil  Revision  Petition

No.54/2026.

8. In  the  meanwhile  and  until  further  orders,  further

proceedings of Civil Suit No.34/86/2025 titled as 'Bheem Singh &

Ors. Vs.  Ashok Kumar  & Ors.',  pending before the learned Civil

Judge and Judicial Magistrate, Neemrana, District Kotputli-Behror,

shall remain stayed.

9. However, it is made clear that the stay will be operative after

service of notices upon respondents only. 

(MANEESH SHARMA),J
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