
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

Civ i l  Rev ision  Pet i t ion  No .2 4 4 1  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/ defendants, 

challenging the order, dated 16.08.2019, passed in 

I .A.No.2717 of 2019 in O.S.No.368 of 2016, by the I  

Addit ional Junior Civil Judge-cum -XVI I I  Addit ional 

Met ropolitan Magist rate, Cyberabad at  Malkajgir i,  Ranga 

Reddy Dist r ict , whereby, the applicat ion filed by the revision 

pet it ioners/ defendants under Order XVI  Rule 17 of CPC to 

issue sum m ons to the Divisional Engineer (Operat ions) , 

Sainikpuri, Moula Ali,  to produce the ownership docum ents, 

which were subm it ted along with ‘A’ form  while applying for 

elect r icity Service Connect ion (SC)  Nos.230605507 and 

230602959, was dism issed. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for the revision 

pet it ioners/ defendants and perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the revision 

pet it ioners/ defendants would subm it  that  sum m oning of the 

Divisional Engineer (Operat ions) , Sainikpuri, Moula Ali,  is 

necessary for proper adjudicat ion of the dispute between 

the part ies to the lit igat ion.  The Court  below ought  to have 

allowed the subject  inter locutory applicat ion filed for 

sum m oning the said official and docum ents, and ult im ately 
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prayed to set  aside the order under challenge and allow the 

Civil Revision Pet it ion as prayed for. 

 

4 . The m aterial placed on record reveals that  the 

respondents/ plaint iffs filed a suit  for perpetual injunct ion 

against  the revision pet it ioners/ defendants.  The revision 

pet it ioners/ defendants are also claim ing possession over the 

suit  schedule property.  I t  is for both the part ies to adduce 

evidence, in tune with the content ions raised by them .  

Moreover, no original ownership docum ents would be filed 

with the elect r icity departm ent  when elect r icity supply 

connect ion is sought .  Without  sufficient  m aterial that  the 

or iginal/ cert ified copies of ownership docum ents are with 

the elect r icity departm ent , it  is not  proper to sum m on the 

officers concerned to produce the sam e.  Further, when an 

applicat ion is filed under the Right  to I nform at ion Act  by the 

revision pet it ioners/ defendants for ownership docum ents, 

the respondents/ plaint iffs did not  give consent  to furnish the 

copies of the ownership docum ents.  Merely because 

consent  was not  given by the respondents/ plaint iffs, the 

revision pet it ioners/ defendants cannot  invoke the 

jur isdict ion of the Court  below to sum m on the officials of 

the elect r icity departm ent  to produce the ownership 

docum ents.  Further, no relevancy of those docum ents has 

been established for adjudicat ion of the subject  m at ter of 

the suit .  Under these circum stances, the Court  below is 

just ified in dism issing the subject  inter locutory applicat ion.  



 

 

 

 

 

3 

 

 

There is nothing to take a different  view.  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 

23 rd October, 2019 
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