
HONOURABLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON Nos.1 1 5 7  &  1 5 1 7  o f  2 0 1 9  

COMMON ORDER:  

Both the revisions are filed aggrieved by the orders dated 

21.02.2019 passed in I .A.Nos.2 & 3 of 2019 in RC.No.163 of 

2013 by the I V Addit ional Rent  Cont roller, Hyderabad, wherein 

the said inter locutory applicat ions filed by the revision 

pet it ioners/ respondents to reopen the evidence of the pet it ioners 

in the m ain case and recall PW.1 for further cross-exam inat ion 

were dism issed. 

2. Heard both sides and perused the m aterial on record. 

3. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners/ respondents 

would contend that  the further cross exam inat ion of PW.1 is 

necessary and there are no laches on the part  of the revision 

pet it ioners and they were ready to cross exam ine the witness, 

however the Court  below declined to allow the applicat ions and 

ult im ately prayed to set  aside the im pugned orders and allow the 

subject  inter locutory applicat ions as prayed for. 

4. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 

respondents/ pet it ioners would subm it  that  the suit  was filed for 

evict ion as well as fixat ion of fair  rent  and several opportunit ies 

were given.  Even though, previously the sim ilar applicat ions to 

reopen and recall the evidence of PW.1 for further cross 

exam inat ion, were allowed and dates were also fixed for the 

further cross exam inat ion, the revision pet it ioners failed to 

proceed with the sam e.  Therefore, there are no m erits in the 

subject  applicat ions. The Court  below assigned valid reasons 
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while dism issing the subject  applicat ions and ult im ately prayed 

to dism iss the revision pet it ions by upholding the im pugned 

orders. 

5. I n view of the above subm issions m ade by both sides, 

the point  for determ inat ion is:  

“ W h et h er  t h e im p u g n ed  o r d er s d at ed  

2 1 .0 2 .2 0 1 9  p assed  in  I .A.Nos.2  &  3  o f  2 0 1 9  in  

RC.No .1 6 3  o f  2 0 1 3  b y  t h e I V Ad d i t ion a l  Ren t  

Con t r o l le r , Hy d er ab ad , ar e l iab le t o  b e set  asid e?”  

POI NT:  

6. As seen from  the m aterial placed on record, previously 

when sim ilar applicat ions were filed by the revision pet it ioners 

seeking to reopen and recall the evidence of PW.1 for further 

cross exam inat ion, they were allowed and a date was also fixed 

on 22.11.2018.  On that  day, PW.1 was not  present  and the 

m at ter was posted to 29.11.2018.  On 29.11.2018, PW.1 was 

present  and his counsel was also present , however the revision 

pet it ioners failed to appear before the court  and cross exam ine 

PW.1 and so the m at ter was adjourned to 05.12.2018 on 

paym ent  of costs of Rs.200/ - .  On 05.12.2018, PW.1 did not  

appear as his relat ive was expired and this was not  put  to the 

not ice of the revision pet it ioners, however, on that  day there 

was no representat ion on behalf of the revision pet it ioners and 

the m at ter was posted to 13.12.2018.  On 13.12.2018, PW.1 

and his counsel were present  and waited t ill 02.45 P.M., but  

there was no representat ion on behalf of the revision pet it ioners.  

Since there was condit ional order, the Court  below t reated the 

further cross of PW.1 as nil and posted the m at ter for 
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respondents evidence. Now, again the revision 

pet it ioners/ respondents have filed subject  applicat ions to reopen 

and recall the evidence of PW.1 for further cross exam inat ion.  

The Court  below was pleased to dism iss both the subject  

applicat ions vide im pugned orders. 

7. I t  is evident  from  the record that  several opportunit ies 

were given to the revision pet it ioners to further cross exam ine 

PW.1.  During the course of subm issions, no reason was 

assigned, part icular ly, any sustainable reason for not  further 

cross-exam ining the PW.1.  The subject  RCC is of the year 2013.  

The m aterial placed on record dem onst rates that  the subject  

applicat ions are filed only to drag on the proceedings, which is 

not  perm issible under law and the Court  below has r ight ly 

exercised its jur isdict ion and did not  com m it  any irregular ity or 

perversity while passing the im pugned orders.  Both the civil 

revision pet it ions are devoid of m erits and are liable to be 

dism issed. 

8. Accordingly, both the Civil Revision Pet it ions are 

dism issed.  No costs. 

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand closed. 

 

________________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  08.11.2019     
ska 


