
 

THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE M.SEETHARAMA MURTI  

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .3 9 3 3  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, by the unsuccessful pet it ioner/ 2nd defendant , 

is directed against  the order, dated 28.06.2017 of the learned I V 

Junior Civil Judge, City Civil Court , Hyderabad, passed in 

I .A.No.553 of 2016 in I .A.No.517 of 2016 in O.S.No.2933 of 2012. 

 

2 . I  have heard the subm issions of Sri T.G.Prasad Reddy, 

learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ 2nd defendant .  I  have perused 

the m aterial record. 

 

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

considered view that  this Revision Pet it ion can be disposed of at  

the stage of adm ission. 

 

4 . The facts of the case, which lie in a narrow com pass, in br ief,  

are as follows: -  

The plaint iff brought  the afore-stated suit  against  the 

defendant  for perpetual and m andatory injunct ions.  I n the pending 

suit , it  appears that  the 2nd defendant  had filed certain applicat ions 

for reopening the evidence and recalling of PW1.  However, by the 

im pugned order, I .A.No.553 of 2016 was dism issed by the Court  

below.  The said pet it ion is filed under Order I X Rule 9 read with 

Sect ion 151 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, seeking 

restorat ion of I .A.S.R.No.1608 of 2016 in I .A.No.517 of 2016.  
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However, the t r ial Court  dism issed the said pet it ion by the 

following crypt ic order:  

“ Hear d , p er u sed  t h e m at er ia l  p laced  on  r eco r d .  Th is Cou r t  d oes 

n o t  f in d  an y  j u st i f iab le an d  ad eq u at e g r ou n d s t o  a l low  t h is 

p et i t ion .  Hen ce, t h is p et i t ion  is d ism issed .”  

 

 

5 . As r ight ly pointed out  by the learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner, the afore-stated order is not  a speaking order and, 

therefore, is unsustainable under facts and in law.  The learned 

Judge while passing an order in an inter locutory applicat ion of the 

instant  nature is obliged to consider the content ions urged before 

the Court  and record reasons in support  of the decision.  However, 

neither the content ions were considered nor were reasons assigned 

in support  of the findings recorded in the order.  I t  is incumbent  

upon him  to advert  to the pleadings, content ions, points involved 

and the legal posit ion, if any, applicable, and then to record 

findings supported by reasons on the points involved in the 

applicat ions.  I t  is t r ite to observe that  the need to give reasons 

has been held to ar ise out  of the need to m inim ise chances of 

arbit rar iness and induce clar ity.  Giving reasons, apart  from  being 

an essent ial feature of the pr inciples of natural just ice, ensures 

t ransparency and fairness, in the decision m aking process.  

Reasons are indicat ive of applicat ion of m ind and giving reasons is 

also essent ial when the order is am enable to further avenues of 

challenge.  Viewed thus, this Court  finds that  this Revision can be 

disposed of with appropriate direct ions. 

 

6 . Accordingly, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is allowed and the 

order, dated 28.06.2017, of the learned I V Junior Civil Judge, City 

Civil Court , Hyderabad, passed in I .A.No.553 of 2016 in I .A.No.517 
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of 2016 in O.S.No.2933 of 2012, is set  aside and the m at ter is 

rem it ted to the Court  below for disposal of the said I .A. afresh, in 

st r ict  accordance with the procedure established by law. 

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 

09 th August , 2017 
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