HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE SV.BHATT

C.RP. N0.5438 OF 2016

ORDER:

Heard the counsel.

The revison is directed against the order dated 13.10.2016 in
I.LA.No0.873 of 2016 in O.S No.61 of 2012 in the Court of Principal
District Judge, Kurnool.

Defendant in the suit is the revision petitioner. The revision
petitioner hasfiled I.LA. No.873 of 2016 under Rule 100(2) of Civil Rules
of Practice and Section 45 of the Indian Evidence Act read with
Section 151 of Civil Procedure Code requesting the trial Court to
take specimen signatures of revision-petitioner.in open Court for
sending the same along with ExsA1, A5, Vakalatnama, written
statement etc. to handwriting expert. The LA. was dismissed.
Hence the revision.

The case of the revision petitioner is that the suit promissory
notes are forged documentsand to establish the same she intends
to send the documentsforexpert’sopinion.

After perusing the material available on record, thisCourt isof
the view that the revision petitionerisnot diligent in taking stepsand
the grounds urged in the revison are devoid of merit. The order
under revison is confirmed. The revison fails and is dismissed. No
orderasto costs.

Miscellaneouspetitionspending, if any, shall stand closed.

S. V. BHATT, J

Date: 08.11.2016
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