
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

C.R.P.Nos.2 2 2 8 , 2 2 3 3  &  2 2 3 7  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

COMMON ORDER:  
 
 

 

  

 Since the facts of the case, issues involved and the 

part ies in these three cases are ident ical, these three Civil 

Revision Pet it ions are being disposed of by this com m on order. 

 

2 . C.R.P.Nos.2228, 2237 and 2233 of 2019 are filed under 

Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of I ndia, by the 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, challenging the com m on order, dated 

19.07.2019, passed in I .A.Nos.947, 948 and 949 of 2019 

respect ively in O.S.No.83 of 2012, by the Principal Junior Civil 

Judge, Medchal, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict , whereby, the pet it ions 

filed by the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs under Order XVI I I  Rule 17 

read with Sect ion 151 of CPC to reopen the suit  in O.S.No.83 

of 2012, recall P.W.1/ 2nd plaint iff and to receive docum ents 

filed by the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, were dism issed. 

 

3 . Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, 

the learned counsel for the contest ing 1st respondent / 1st 

defendant  on caveat  and perused the record. 

 

4 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs would 

contend that  the docum ents, which are filed along with the 

subject  inter locutory applicat ions, are necessary for  

adjudicat ion of the lis.   The pet it ioners/ plaint iffs have properly 

explained the delay caused in filing the said docum ents.  I n 

spite of the sam e, the Court  below erroneously dism issed the 
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subject  inter locutory applicat ions and ult im ately prayed to 

allow all the Civil Revision Pet it ions. 

 

5 . On the other hand, the learned counsel for the 

contest ing 1st respondent / 1st defendant  on caveat  would 

contend that  there is no m ent ion in the affidavit  filed in 

support  of the subject  inter locutory applicat ions to 

substant iate that  there was just ifiable cause for delay in filing 

the docum ents.  The docum ents sought  to be received are not  

relevant  for determ inat ion of the subject  dispute.  The Court  

below, having exam ined the m at ter, r ight ly dism issed the 

subject  inter locutory applicat ions.  There is no infirm ity in the 

com m on order under challenge and ult im ately prayed to 

dism iss the Civil Revision Pet it ions. 

 

6 . O.S.No.83 of 2012 is filed by the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs 

before the Junior Civil Judge, Medchal, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict , 

to declare the judgm ent  and decree, dated 18.02.2012, 

passed in O.S.No.110 of 2009, by the Junior Civil Judge, 

Medchal, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict , as null and void and not  

binding on the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs.  The said decree was for 

specific perform ance in favour of the 1st respondent  herein/ 1st 

defendant .  E.P.No.3 of 2013 was also filed to execute the 

decree passed in O.S.No.110 of 2009.  I t  is relevant  to state 

that  the subject  suit  in O.S.No.83 of 2012 was filed in the year 

2012.  Thereafter,  both the part ies have adduced evidence.  

At  the fag end of the t r ial, the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs have com e 

up with cert ified copies of docum ents.  Those docum ents are 
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the copies of revenue records.  I t  is pert inent  to state that  in 

the affidavit  filed in support  of the subject  inter locutory 

applicat ions, there is no m ent ion explaining the delay caused 

or the reason for not  filing the said docum ents along with the 

suit .  Furtherm ore, there is no m ent ion of relevancy of those 

docum ents in the subject  suit .  I t  is also evident  from  record 

that  if the said docum ents are not  received by the Court  below 

in O.S.No.83 of 2012, no prejudice would be caused to the 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs.  The Court  below had appreciated all the 

facts and circum stances of the case and r ight ly exercised its 

jur isdict ion in passing the im pugned com m on order.  No 

infirm ity or illegality is found in the im pugned com m on order.  

All these Civil Revision Pet it ions are devoid of m erit  and are 

liable to be dism issed. 

 

7 . Accordingly, these three Civil Revision Pet it ions are 

dism issed.  There shall be no order as to costs. 

   Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in these Civil 

Revision Pet it ions, shall stand closed. 

  
______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

24 th Septem ber, 2019 
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