
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

  

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No.884 of 2013 

 

ORDER: 

 
 The defendant in O.S.No.94 of 2009 in the c ourt of Senior Civil 

Judge a t Mirya laguda  is the revision petitioner. The p la intiffs filed  

I.A.No.729 of 2012 seeking  review of the order da ted  18.07.2012 in 

I.A.No.68 of 2012 and  to appoint an Advoc a te Commissioner. The 

Court below, a fter hearing  both sides, a llowed  I.A.No.729 of 2012 on 

28.01.2013. Aggrieved  thereby, the defendant filed  the p resent 

revision. 

 

Heard  Mr. Solman for petitioner and  Mr. Banka tla l Mandhani for 

respondent. Perused  the rec ord . 

 

Sc ope of review is well defined  and  though a  few submissions 

a re made by Mr. Solman to c onvinc e the Court tha t the order passed  

in I.A.No.729 of 2012 is untenab le, a fter perusing  the order under 

revision, I am sa tisfied  tha t taking  note of the grounds of review, the 

lea rned  Judge has c onsidered  whether the jurisd ic tion of the Court 

under Order XLVII Rule 1 of C.P.C is a ttrac ted  or not, and  a llowed  

I.A.No.729 of 2012 within the sc ope of review and  I do not find  any 

reason to interfere with the same. 

  

The revision fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed . There sha ll be no 

order as to c osts. 

  

As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing , 

stand  c losed . 

 

 _____________ 

S.V. BHATT, J 
27.11.2018 
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