
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

C.R.P. No.1866 OF 2018  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.Venka t Reddy for petitioner and  Ms.Snehitha  

hold ing  for Mr.Ram Mohan Reddy for respondents. 

The p la intiff in O.S. No.63 of 2010 is the revision petitioner. The 

revision petitioner aggrieved  by the order of tria l Court in refusing  to 

reopen the suit for further evidenc e, filed  this C.R.P. 

The lea rned  tria l Judge has taken note of the stage of the 

matter, when the evidenc e was c losed  and  how the p resent 

app lic a tion is filed  a t the stage of a rguments to fill up  the gaps.  The 

refusa l to reopen the suit in the c onsidered  view of this Court is by 

exerc ising  the d isc retion jud ic iously and  ob jec tively. Though 

Mr.Venka t Reddy made a  few submissions on the merits of the 

matter, this Court, for the p resent, is not examining the same and  no 

exc ep tion c an be taken to the order impugned  in the C.R.P.  In the 

c ase on hand , the a ffidavit is very c asua l and  still the petitioner 

expec ts the Court to fill-up  the gaps and  grant the relief. No reason 

is made out and  the C.R.P. fa ils and  is d ismissed . No order as to 

c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

                                                                   

      

      

                           ___________ 

                        S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te:13.07.2018 
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