
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

C.R.P.No.4790 OF 2016  

ORDER: 

 

 The 1st respondent in E.O.P.No.1 of 2013 is the revision 

petitioner herein.    

 

 The revision petitioner filed  I.A.No.370 of 2016 under Order VIII 

Rule 1(A) CPC seeking leave of the Court to c ondone the delay in 

filing  doc uments and  b ring  the following doc uments on rec ord : 

 

“1.  Ration card issued by MRO, Pamulapadu dated  

  21.2.2006. 

2. Concession certificate issued by the Govt.of A.P 

dated 15.5.2005. 

3. Record sheet issued by the H.M, M.P. Ele. School, 

B.C.Colony, Iskala Village. 

4. Study certificate issued by the H.M, M.P. Ele. 

School, B.C.Colony, Iskala Village”. 

 

 The a ffidavit filed  by the revision petitioner, as is rightly 

pointed  by the Court below and  a lso the lea rned  c ounsel for the 

respondent, suffers from too muc h of b revity and  hard ly sta tes any 

reason wha tsoever for the delay in filing  the doc uments a long with 

c ounter in the elec tion petition on 10.04.2014.  The a ffidavit merely 

refers to “ I rec eived  the summons rec ently and  so delay oc c urred ” .   

 

 Norma lly the Courts c onsider the p rayers pa rtic ula rly made 

under Rule 1(A) of Order VIII in a  p ragmatic  view to further the 

ad jud ic a tion of an issue pend ing before it.  Keep ing in view the 

requirement of c lause (3) of Order VIII Rule 1(A ), this Court is of the 

view tha t the pa rty seeking leave of the Court c annot expec t the 

Court to p resume everything in favour of suc h party, exerc ise 
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d isc retion and  grant leave to c ondone the delay and  rec eive 

doc uments.  The tria l Court through the order impugned in the 

revision has c onsidered  the insuffic ienc y of a llega tions in the 

a ffidavit filed  in I.A.No.370 of 2016 and  a lso other relevant 

c irc umstanc es and  rightly rejec ted  the p rayer.   

 

 After c a refully perusing the order impugned  in the revision,  

I am not persuaded  to interfere with the order under revision.  

The d isc retion is rightly exerc ised  by the tria l Court.   

 

 The imposition of c osts of Rs.3,000/ - by the tria l Court, while 

d ismissing  the app lic a tion, is set aside.   

 

 The revision is ordered  ac c ord ing ly. There sha ll be no order as 

to c osts. 

 

 Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, stand  

c losed .  

  

                              
 

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

Date:18.10.2016 

Lrkm  


