
HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No.5616 of 2015 

  

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.L.Prabhakar Reddy and  Mr.K.Venu Madhav for 

pa rties. 

The Civil Revision Petition a rises aga inst the order a llowing  the 

p rayer under Order 8 Rule 3 (sic  1-A) CPC made by the respondent 

herein. 

Mr.L.Prabhakar Reddy stra ight away d raws the a ttention of 

the Court to the a ffidavit filed  in I.A.No.477 of 2015 and  c ontends 

tha t the a ffidavit does not sa tisfy any of the requirements of Order 8 

Rule 3 (sic  1-A) CPC.  Ac c ord ing  to him, the respondent is required  

to g ive reasons for not p lac ing  the doc uments before Court a t the 

ea rliest point of time.  He further c ontends tha t the lea rned  tria l 

Judge a fter ac c ep ting  tha t a  few gaps a re ava ilab le in the 

a ffidavit, imposing  c osts of Rs.150/ - amounts to improper exerc ise of 

d isc retion while a llowing the I.A. 

Mr.K.Venu Madhav fa irly sta tes tha t a t this stage he c annot 

improve than wha t is sta ted  by his c ounter pa rt or the respondent in 

the c ourt below.  He further sta tes tha t the respondent would  have 

done better if the requirements of Rule1-A a re p roperly apprec ia ted  

and  c omp lied  with.  On the terms imposed  by the tria l c ourt, he 

submits tha t the d isc retion is exerc ised  and  this Court c annot 

substitute its d isc retion for the d isc retion exerc ised  by the tria l Court.   



 2 

The submissions a re noted .   

This Court prima  fac ie  is of the view tha t the defic ienc y in the 

a ffidavit pointed  out by the revision petitioner appears to be 

tenab le.  But, in the c ase on hand , the lea rned  tria l Judge, a fter 

notic ing  the mistake, for va lid  reasons rec orded  in the order 

impugned, exerc ised  d isc retion and  extended  the jurisd ic tion, 

thereby permitted  the respondent to file doc uments, whic h a re 

desc ribed  in I.A.No.477 of 2015. 

This Court is not persuaded  to re-examine the entire issue.  But 

in a  c ase like this, the tria l Court ought to have put the pa rty, who 

c asua lly files app lic a tions, with reasonab le terms, so tha t the ends 

of justic e a re met and  the c onduc t is not repea ted . 

Therefore, while c onfirming the order of the tria l Court, the 

respondent is d irec ted  to deposit a  sum of Rs.1,500/ - (Rupees one 

thousand five hundred  only) instead  of Rs.150/ - (Rupees one 

hundred  and  fifty only) within four weeks from today.  

The Civil Revision Petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  No order 

as to c osts. 

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

 
   

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Date:21-08-2018 

Note: 

Issue C.C. in two days 

           (B/ o) 

            Prv 
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