
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .2 7 8 3  OF 2 0 1 9  

ORDER:   

  

 This revision, under Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of I ndia, is 

filed by the pet it ioner/ defendant  No.1 aggrieved by the order dated 

19.07.2019 passed in I .A.No.604 of 2019 in O.S.No.842 of 2015 by 

the I I  Addit ional Junior Civil Judge, Warangal, whereby the applicat ion 

filed by the revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.1 under Rule 129 of Civil 

Rules of Pract ice, to call for certain docum ents, was dism issed.  

2. Heard learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner and perused the 

record.   

3. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.1 would 

subm it  that  as there were t ransact ions between the 

pet it ioner/ defendant  No.1 and the “Hanum an Mahila Group of Sri 

Laxm i Slum  Sam ikhya”  with regard to deposits and withdrawal of the 

am ounts during the years 2013-2014, certain docum ents are 

necessary to sum m on for com parison of the disputed signature on the 

suit  pronote. The Court  below erroneously dism issed the said 

applicat ion though there are just ifiable circum stances to call for the 

docum ents and ult im ately prayed to set  aside the im pugned order and 

allow I .A.No.604 of 2019 as prayed for. 

4. A perusal of the im pugned order and the m aterial placed on 

record reveals that  first ly, the revision pet it ioner has not  m ent ioned 

about  the details of the docum ents which are called for.  Furtherm ore, 

the t ransact ion relates to the year 2013.  There is only a m ent ion of 

date of docum ents i.e., 19.12.2013 and 19.01.2014.  No docum ents 

were filed in support  of the applicat ion to establish that  the revision 
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pet it ioner was a m em ber of “Hanum an Mahila Group of Sri Laxm i Slum  

Sam ikhya”  which is under the supervision of “Cluster Research 

Person” .   I t  is needless to state that  in a suit  for recovery of m oney 

when signature is denied on the subject  docum ent , burden is on the 

plaint iff to prove his case.  These aspects were elaborately exam ined 

and dealt  with by the Court  below.  The Court  below did not  com m it  

any perversity.  There are no circum stances to take a different  view.  

The Civil Revision Pet it ion is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be 

dism issed. 

 

5. I n the result , the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed at  the stage 

of adm ission. 

 

The Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending shall stand closed.  

There shall be no order as to costs.          

    ______________________ 

                      Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  27.11.2019 
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