
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE A. RAJASHEKER REDDY 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .3 8 1 9  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 challenging the Order, dated 07.07.2017, passed in 

I .A.No.210 of 2017 in O.S.No.5 of 2007 by the Junior Civil Judge at  

Peddapalli,  whereby, the pet it ion filed by the pet it ioner under Order 16 

Rule C read with Sect ion 151 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, to 

sum m on A.E., Elect r ical Departm ent , Peddapalli;  Branch Manager, 

A.D.B. Bank, Peddapalli;  and the Mandal Revenue I nspector, 

Peddapalli,  was dism issed. 

 Heard learned counsel for both the sides.  Perused the m aterial 

available on record.          

 Learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  sum m oning of 

the said persons is very m uch relevant  for effect ive adjudicat ion of the 

suit , but , the t r ial Court  erroneously dism issed the said applicat ion.  

          I t  has to be seen that  the Court  below, in the order im pugned, 

had observed that  the pet it ioner has earlier filed I .A.No.209 of 2017 in 

the suit  to receive the Elect r icity Service connect ion Pass Book 

No.855108-1031;  Elect r icity consum pt ion bills, dated 25.01.2015;  and 
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Elect r icity receipt  dated 11.06.2015, and the said pet it ion was 

dism issed and that  therefore, sum m oning of the said witnesses is not  

necessary.  The Court  below further found that  though the pet it ioner 

contended that  the MRI  recorded the statem ents of adjacent  persons, 

the sam e were not  filed by him  to prove the sam e and that  the 

statem ents dated 19.04.2006 and 19.06.2006 recorded by the MRO 

were not  filed before the Court  and that  the pet it ioner took loan from  

ADB Bank, but  he could not  file the docum ents to get  it  m arked as 

exhibits.  I t  has to be seen that  the suit  was filed in the year 2007, 

but , the subject  inter locutory applicat ion was filed in the year 2017, 

i.e., after about  10 years from  the date of inst itut ion of the suit .  I n 

view of the above, I  do not  see any reason to interfere with the 

im pugned order passed by the t r ial Court , by exercising power under 

Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of I ndia, as the said order do not  suffer 

from  any infirm ity. 

         Accordingly, this Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed.  No costs. 
 

Pending Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand closed. 

 

____________________________ 

                                                       A. RAJASHEKER REDDY, J 

August 04, 2017 

eha  
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