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DECRETAL_CRDER_ |
CUHLZOURT OF  IHE PRLLJUNIOR CIVIL JUDGE, HYD.WEST & 3OUTHLP.P.DIST.
MP'G5AROORINAGAY,, HYDERALAD.
PRESEN L : KUM. Y. SUTAIA KUMARI , 1% 5C. 1oL, ,

Prl.Junior Civil Juudgse,
Hya. Hcst & bouth, R.R.Dist,

Dated this the an day of Septcmber, 1998.
I.A.1853/97

in'
0.5. 242/93

PosiilELl s

li.liuralidhar Rao, 5/0. late iLV. Har"wiah
igu:4l Yrs., Occ:Business, R/0.6-1-126,
Padmarao llagar, Secund rai ad. .. PETITIONER/
PLAINTII'F
A '
L. Gurudev Slddapeet, Rep.by its Executive
sLee lir.Satish Modi, 3/o.Manilal Modi,
hgﬁ .4 Yrs,, R/o.Saritha Apartments, Road
ito.4, Banjara IMills, Jyd.

2. satish hodi, &/o.Manilal Modi, Age:S54 Yrs.,

Que: kxecutive Trustee of Gurudev Sidda eet, . _ N
/0. ~4-187/3 and 3, II Floor, 3oham !lansion, o
i.G.raod, Secunderalad, . .. RESPCNLENTS/

DEFENMDANTS ' 1 & 2

)udcrshan, g/o P.Pentaiah, Age:44 Yrs., x‘

Ceciiusiness, R/0.1-4-485, Mushazratad, Iyd. .. l’roposed partv
RIESPOUDENT/
DEFE LA NO. 3

CLAIM:  Petition U/0.1 rule 10 to impleud
the proposed party -as:defendant Poé} :
in the main suit. ;

retition presented on 3.10 27, petition numbered n 27.11.97.

i

This petition coming on this day before me for final i
dizpo.al in thne presence of Sri V.llarender Ma h, Advocate for
petitioner/plaintiff and of Sri Bal Gopal, Advocate for respor
unLn Uants 1 and 2 and oi Sri E.V.S. Nurthv, Advocate for resp

dents/

as £r;llows-

1, That thepetition of thepetitiongn an:  the same is h,reby
i cd with costs, 4

Given under my hand and seal of the Court on this the‘ N

tay of September, 1998. o
\ ' r;::,: v
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o/ LU Pl COURT OF TIE PRL.JUNTOR CIVIL JUDGE, HYD.WEST & SOUTH,R.R.DIST.
¥/ AT SAROORNAGAR, HYDERABAD.

- . . . i

PRESENT: KUM.Y.SUJANA KUMARI, B.SC.,B.L.,
Prl.Junior Civil Judge,
Hyd.West & South, R.R.Dist.

Dated this the 2nd day of September, 1998.

1.A.1853/97

in
0.S. 242/93

DBETWEEN:

M.Muralidhar Rao, S/o.late Ii.V.Narsaiah,

Age:41 Yrs., Occ:Business, R/0.6-1-126,

Padmarao Wagar, secunderal:adi .. Petitioner/
Plaintiff

and ‘

1. GurudeW siddspeet Rep,by .ts Executive : )
Trustee lr.Satish Modl, s/o.Manilal Modi,

hge: 54 Yrs., R/o.sarithaApartments, Road .

lio. 4, Banj.ra Hills, Hyderabad. s

. Satish llodi, S$/o.Manilal Hodi, Age: - .

t4 Yrs., Occ:lxecutive Trustee of Gurudev

5iddapeet, R/o0.>-4-187/3 and 4, 2nd floor,

Soham Hansion, M.G.Road, Secundverakad, .+« Respondents/ o
Defendants 1&2 &

3. P.sudershan, S/o.P.Pentaiah, Age:44 '

Yrs., Occ:Business, R/o 14~ 483, Musheeralkad,

HHyderalkad. .+ Proposed party Respon-
dent/Defendar- No.3.

LY o
This petition is coming on 28.8.98 before me for 7!' or
final disposal in the presence of Sri V.Narender Nath, Advocate 1
for petitioner/plaintiff and of Sri C.Balgopal Advocate for.ﬁ :
Respondents/defendants 1 and 2 and of Sri B.v.S.Murthy, Advocate
for respondent No.3 as proposed defendant No.3 and the matte having -
stoodover for consideration till this day: this Court delive ed the .
following: .‘ ’
o R D ER ) . . ii
'This petition is filed by the plaintiff in the su%f_ﬁ/o

..

1 rule 10 CPC to impltaded third rebpondent as third defendént in the ,
suit. This suit is filed for perpetual injunction restrainihg:the

Y - # ' c’
respondents from inteffering with the petitioners possession®jof the

N

sult schedule property asgs%ngq yards in Plot No.8&1l1 in sy.Ho.37

-~

of B~ghmphtfstating that the re pondents/deiendants 1 and 2 attempted

v

to dlspoégﬁés ehe { *titioner on 12, lO 93. In this petition the
pvtltioﬁtr ‘%ntends that the third respondent who executed lee .
d iﬁ faVour of the pet1t10ner s vendor as GPA 'holder of Varikoppula
Pamalah’ entered into an agreement Dt:7.3. 96-with respondentg 1 and 2
and delthred all the plots in Sy. No. 37 including the suit schedule

Lot hy acceitping k.35 lakhs,without any manner. of rlght and'so

~ankd e .
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12 .
vt just and necessary Lo impleadad the third respondent as defendant
L3 L kive: sudt. 1The contention ot the proposed defendant/third respon-
rent L that he isrthe GPA holder of var ikoppula Ramaiah as contented by

‘L petitioner, that he did not execute any sale deed as CPA holder of

Garitoppula emnalah in 1986 as itamalah died in the year 1983 itself,

.
S
i

ke

' holder of Ramarsh, that the. agreement Dt:7.3.96 was entered into
‘otyeon this respondent and respondents 1 and 2 for settlement of long
tanding disputes and he never delivered anybodjfs land to the respondents

1 and 2, that he has nothing to do with the suit and so-he is not a nece-

ALy party. '

The respondents 1 and 2 also contended that respdndquh

¢, 3 i3 not a necessary party to the suit as-there is nop cause ofﬁ '
cction against him, The petitioner did not file the agreement s:-ai:dito
have been entered into between resoyondents 1 and 2 and the thir&é
respondent in support of his contention that the suit schedule ;foperty
wvas delivered under it to respomdents 1 and 2 pending the suit.:There
i;‘ncthing Lo show_thgtgétion of the third reépendent>witA the suit
scrniedule property. There is nof cadse ofg;ééion against third keépondent.
TYis suit is only for simple iﬂjunction and ié not comprehensiveisuit
regarding the rights in the suit sghedufé property. wheﬁ there i% no
causc of action against third respondent and when ﬁhe 1nteqest éfgthe
respondent No.3 in the suit schedu.le property is not shown,y feel:
“hat 1mplead1ng third rQonndenL as defe dant in the suit is not‘

necessary and proper for adjudication of the issue in the $uit.

Hence this petition is dismissed with costs. = ‘[

coernrected and pronounced by me in
optomiber, 1998..
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