
       THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE U.DURGA PRASAD RAO 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON  No .3 6 7 3  o f  2 0 1 6  

ORDER:  

This Civil Revision Pet it ion is filed by the Pet it ioner on 

the ground that  Elect ion O.P.No.01 of 2014 on the file of 

Elect ion Tribunal-cum -Principal Senior Civil Judge, 

Rajam pet  at  Kadapa Dist r ict , which is filed by him , has 

been pending since long t im e and not  disposed of and in the 

m eanwhile, the tenure of ZPTC Badvel , which is under the 

challenge, is going to be com pleted by 2019, in which 

event , even if the pet it ioner ult imately succeeds in the EOP, 

it  will be of ot ious.  

Heard Sri Balaj i Medam alli,  learned counsel for 

pet it ioner and Sri J. Sreenivasa Rao, learned counsel for 

respondent  Nos. 1 and 2.  Though not ice was served on 

respondent  Nos. 3 and 4, there is no appearance on their 

behalf.  

 

         Learned counsel for pet it ioner would subm it  that  the 

m at ter is at  the stage of enquiry and the pet it ioner’s side 

evidence was over and Rws. 1 and 2 were exam ined on 

behalf of respondents and the m at ter is com ing up for 

further evidence of respondents and since long t im e, the 

mat ter is pending and there is no progress. Learned 
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counsel,  cited the judgment  of Apex Court  in Pu k h r em  

Sh ar at ch an d r a Sin g h  v . Mai r em b am  Pr i t h v i r a j  @ 

Pr i t h ib i r a j  Sin g h 1 and subm it ted that  the Apex Court  held 

that  expedit ious disposal of elect ion pet it ions within a 

period of six months is a requirem ent .  He, thus, prayed to 

give a direct ion to the lower Tribunal to dispose of the 

Elect ion OP expedit iously.  

 

Per cont ra, learned counsel for Respondent  Nos. 1 and 

2 would subm it  that  there was absolutely no delay on the 

part  of respondents and in fact , Rws. 1 and 2 were already 

exam ined and the m at ter com ing up for further evidence of 

respondents and therefore, no m ala fides can be at t r ibuted 

to respondent  Nos.1 and 2.  However, learned counsel for 

respondent  Nos. 1 and 2 assured that  the respondents 

would cooperate with the Tribunal for early disposal of EOP. 

 

As can be seen from  the record, it  is an Elect ion 

Pet it ion filed in the year 2014.  I n Prithviraj ’s case(1 supra) , 

the Apex Court  rem inded the need for early disposal of the 

elect ion pet it ions.  I n that  view of the m at ter and since the 

elect ion pet it ion is of 2 years old, this Court  consider it  

appropriate to give a direct ion to the lower Tribunal for 

expedit ious disposal of elect ion pet it ion.  

                                                 
1
 2015 Law Suit(SC) 906  
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Accordingly, this Civil Revision Pet it ion is allowed and 

the Lower Tribunal is directed to dispose of E.O.P.No.01 of 

2014 expedit iously, not  later than three m onths, from  the 

date of receipt  of a copy of this Order.  

  

As a sequel, m iscellaneous applicat ions pending, if 

any, shall stand closed.  

 

______________________ 

U.DURGA PRASAD RAO,J 
 
Dt:  25-10-2016 
 

eha  
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