
 

 

THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE M.SEETHARAMA MURTI  

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON 4 1 2 0  o f  2 0 1 7  

 

ORDER:  

 
 

This Civil Revision Pet it ion, under Art icle 227 of the 

Const itut ion of I ndia, is filed by the unsuccessful 

plaint iffs/ pet it ioners, assailing the order, dated 05.07.2017, of the 

learned Addit ional Judge – cum  – VI  Senior Civil Judge, City Sm all 

Causes Court , Hyderabad, passed in I .A.No.115 of 2017 in 

O.S.No.399 of 2004. 

 

2 . I  have heard the subm issions of the learned counsel for the 

Revision pet it ioners/ plaint iffs 3 and 5.  I  have perused the m aterial 

record.   

 

3 . Having regard to the facts and subm issions, this Court  is of 

the considered view that  this Revision can be disposed of at  the 

stage of adm ission without  ordering not ices to the respondents. 

 

4 . I n a suit  for part it ion and other reliefs, the plaint iffs herein 

filed an applicat ion to grant  leave to file docum ents and receive the 

sam e on file.  However, the t r ial Court  first  noted that  the said 

pet it ion was filed under Order VI I  Rule 18 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure, 1908, which is not  on the statute book and that  the 

pet it ion ought  to have been filed under Order VI I  Rule 14(3)  of the 

Code.  Be that  as it  m ay. 

 

5 . The learned counsel for the Revision pet it ioners/ plaint iffs 3 

and 5 would subm it  that  the affidavit  filed in support  of the pet it ion 
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seeking leave to file the docum ents is not  properly drafted and that  

in the said affidavit  explanat ion for the delay and reasons required 

to be stated for seeking leave to file the docum ents are not  stated 

by inadvertence and m istake and that , therefore, the pet it ion was 

dism issed by the t r ial Court  and hence, an opportunity m ay be 

given to the Revision Pet it ioners/ plaint iffs 3 and 5 to file a fresh 

pet it ion for the sam e relief by giving valid explanat ion for delay 

and reasons for seeking leave for filing the docum ents after the 

t r ial has com m enced. 

 

6 . A  perusal of the order im pugned shows that  in the 

applicat ion which was dism issed, the contest ing respondents have 

not  filed counter opposing the said applicat ion.   

 

7 . On the above analysis of the facts and subm issions and in 

view of the request  m ade by the plaint iffs 3 and 5/ pet it ioners 

herein and as it  is perm issible in the facts and circum stances to file 

a fresh applicat ion for the sam e relief, this Court  finds that  this 

Revision can accordingly be disposed of with appropriate direct ions. 

 

7 . I n the result , this Civil Revision Pet it ion is disposed of giving 

liberty to the pet it ioners herein/ plaint iffs 3 and 5 to file, as desired, 

a fresh applicat ion for the sam e relief, which the law perm its, 

however, in accordance with the procedure established by law. 

 I t  is needless to state that  if any such applicat ion com es to 

be filed, the t r ial Court  shall give an opportunity to the contest ing 

part ies to file their  counters, if any, and then decide the said 

applicat ion on its m erits and in accordance with procedure 

established by law. 
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There shall be no order as to costs. 

Pending m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand closed. 

  
 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
M.Seet h ar am a Mu r t i , J 

21st August , 2017 

Bvv 


