
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

Civ i l  Rev ision  Pet i t ion  No .7 2 5  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

ORDER:   

 

 This Civil Revision Pet it ion, under Art icle 227 of the 

Const itut ion of I ndia, is filed by the pet it ioners/ defendant  Nos.1 

and 2, challenging the order, dated 19.11.2018, passed in 

I .A.No.1760 of 2018 in A.S.No.90 of 2015, by the Principal Dist r ict  

Judge, Warangal, whereby, the pet it ion filed by the 

respondent / plaint iff under Order XLI  rule 27(1)  read with Sect ion 

151 of C.P.C. to receive the docum ents enlisted to the subject  

inter locutory applicat ion as addit ional evidence, was allowed, on 

paym ent  of costs of Rs.300/ -  to the respondents counsel therein, 

by 26.11.2018. 

 

2 . Heard Sri Surya Balu Mahendra, learned counsel, 

represent ing Sri Ravulapat i Sreenivasa Rao, learned counsel for the 

revision pet it ioners/ defendants 1 and 2 and perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners/ defendants 1 

and 2 would contend that  the Court  below failed to consider the 

content ions of the revision pet it ioners/ defendants 1 and 2 while 

disposing of the subject  inter locutory applicat ion and ult im ately 

prayed to set  aside the order under challenge and allow the Civil 

Revision Pet it ion as prayed for. 

 

4 . A perusal of the docum ents sought  to be received as 

addit ional evidence reveals that  those docum ents pertain to the 

year 2018.  The subject  Appeal Suit  was filed before the Court  

below in the year 2015.  Thus, it  is clear that  at  the t im e of filing of 
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the subject  Appeal Suit  before the Court  below, those docum ents 

were not  in existence.  Further, the docum ents sought  to be 

received as addit ional evidence are (1)  not ice issued by the 

Warangal Municipal Corporat ion, dated 09.05.2018, (2)  tax receipt , 

dated 25.05.2018, and (3)  proceedings, dated 29.08.2018, issued 

by Warangal Municipal Corporat ion, pertaining to the suit  schedule 

property.  Those docum ents are relevant  for adjudicat ion of the 

subject  m at ter.  To receive those docum ents as addit ional evidence 

to establish the subsequent  events, the respondent / plaint iff filed 

the subject  inter locutory applicat ion under Order XLI  Rule 27(1)  

read with Sect ion 151 of CPC.  The Court  below had dealt  with the 

subject  m at ter in detail and passed a reasoned order, assigning 

valid reasons.  Therefore, neither it  can be said that  the Court  

below exceeded its jur isdict ion in passing the impugned order, nor 

there is perversity in the im pugned order.  The Civil Revision 

Pet it ion is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be dism issed. 

 

5 . Accordingly, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed.  There 

shall be no order as to costs. 

 Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Civil Revision 

Pet it ion, shall stand closed. 

 

 

           ______________________ 

                   Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

08 th Novem ber, 2019 
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