
 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

CIVIL REVISON PETITION No.5310 of 2016 

  

ORDER: 

 

The order under c ha llenge is passed  in an app lic a tion filed  

under Order 7 Rule 14 (3) of CPC to c ondone the delay in filing  the 

petition sc heduled  doc uments and  to rec eive the doc uments in 

E.O.P.No.4 of 2013.  Earlier, this c ourt had  oc c asion to c onsider the 

p rayers in C.R.P.Nos.2107 and  2644 of 2016.  The opera tive portion of 

the order reads thus :- 

“ As rightly pointed  out by Mr.Sha fa th Ahmed 

Khan tha t this Court, while c onsidering  the sc ope of 

lega lity of revisions, c annot and  c ould  not rec ord  a  

find ing , whic h would  ultima tely p rejud ic e the interest 

of the first respondent in the ongoing tria l.  This Court 

has taken a  ba lanc ed  view and  a lso c onsidered  the 

riva l submissions.  To meet the ends of justic e and  to 

d irec t the tria l Court to c onsider the entire materia l 

ava ilab le on rec ord  and  p ronounc e orders, in 

ac c ordanc e with law, this Court is sa tisfied , the 

orders under revisions a re set aside, the ma tters a re 

remitted  to the tribuna l for c onsidera tion or every 

aspec t of the matter and  dec ide these app lic a tions, 

as a re required  by law.  The dec ision of the tria l 

c ourt sha ll advert to the submissions of both pa rties 

and  rec ord  find ings.  Learned  tria l Judge is forthwith 

d irec ted  to c omp lete the tria l and  d ispose of EOP 

No.4 of 2013, as exped itiously as possib le, p referab ly 

within three (3) months from the da te of rec eip t of a  

c opy of this order.”  



 The tria l c ourt, a fter remand , pa rtic ula rly by keep ing in view 

the d irec tions issued  by this Court, has passed  the order impugned  

in the revision.  The p rayer of 1st respondent is ac c ep ted . 

Counsel for petitioner c ontends tha t the doc uments now 

relied  upon by the 1st respondent a re not supported  by p lead ing in 

the petition and  the doc uments ought not to have been rec eived  

by the tria l c ourt.   

After perusing the order impugned  in the revision, this c ourt is 

of the view tha t the delay in filing  the petition is rightly c ondoned 

and  the doc uments a re rec eived . With the rec eip t of doc uments, 

the other ob jec tions ava ilab le c an a lways be ra ised  a t appropria te 

stage in E.O.P.No.4 of 2013. 

By g iving  liberty to ra ise a ll ob jec tions ava ilab le in law aga inst 

these doc uments, the Civil Revision Petition is d ismissed . No order as 

to c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing , sha ll stand  c losed . 

   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 01-11-2016 
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