Lk i Pal ORDER
PRLLJUHITOE G JUDCE, HYD WSt & SOUTHL) JR.DIST,
AT SARQOZIAGAE, HYDERAIAD.

U A L A S T R ) &

N\
PRESEY: IAUM.Y.SUTANAN KUMARI, B.SC.,bP . L.,
Prl.Junior Civil Judge,
. Hyd.West & South, R.R.Dist.

Juted this the 2nd day of September, 1998,
L I1.A.1336/97
) in
0.5.248/93
PR ‘
Lnugoenti Hohan Kunar, S/o.late hr.Iinuganti
jenurepal, Aqe:27 Yrs., Occ:Govt.Servant,
/ol 1-9-42/2/1, Romnagar, lHyd. e+ PETITIONER/
DPLAIINTLEEF

D
L. Surudev Siddapeet, Rep.by its Executive
Srusteo ln.satich Modi, S/o.itanilal Hodi, Age: _
24 Yrz., »/o.Saritha Apartment, Roud HNo.4, _ o
fonjara lills, ilyd. - .
2. Bavish Hodi, wW/o.HManllal Modi, Age:54 Yrs.,
QeerBectitive tPrustee of Gurudev Siadapeet, ;
R/o.5-4-187/3 ¢udi 4, 2nd Floor, Soham Mansion, oo
f.oo.2a0, secunderakad. .o RﬁSPONUEVTS/j
g DEFEHDAITTS 1l and 2

3. r.sudershan, $/o.P.Pentalah, ige:d4 Yrs., JEFENUAITTS 1Fand
veoihusiness, R/o.1-4-485, lusheerebad, llyd,... Proposed party

' ‘ : RESPCHLD IV, -

* O DEFITWALT 10,3
CL.Iil: Petition u/0.1 rule 10 te implead'the rroposed
party s def*nq§nt Mo.3 in tho madn suit,

P iticn presented on 3.10,%7, petition numiered on 13.10.97.

This

prtiticon coming on thit day hefore me for f£.nal ,disposal
no Ly s

‘nee of Sri V.oiier sndbBrnath, Advocate for potitioner/plaintif
gnd ol Sre Cubial Gopal, A vocate for H¢5pohdent£/Uekepdunt5jl and 2

il ool Sri E.7.5.Hurths, Advesate Loy Respondent llo.3'as prgposed

ped i 11003 thie Court doth order’ and decree s follows: |

Lo roat the eotition of che petitioner bo and the sm&e is
hereby disminsed wich costes. ~ﬁ

¢Gtven under my hand and seal of the Court on tiiis the
noooway o soptewmber, 1998, :
V\[ t »1’.“.¥(((\ U FELRE

i ! i
, Prl.Junipr “ivil Judge,
(\Q IHyd.viest ¢ Southr,
o),

LG QF oo s

et bRy ovhentthin FOR OPESPOLIDCINTS s
AR .13),.};:n [t i Lon l(s.l/— -
LUty e vaiialat T - ©
Gl que oo s 20/ - -
Svdatate Lee b, & H.C. nobt filed be Loth oides.
e gk —_—
etal:
. 21/~ -

]
L
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R S 'rl.Junior Civil Judge,
. Q\-\-\Q\?Q\ I/‘.j,"_'.'.lest & Solth,
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Soprtomnis CouRT OF 'HE PRL.JUNTCR CIVIL JUDGE, HYD.WEST: &QEQUTH RvR.. DL, 2.1 T, -

ol AT SAROORNAGAR, HYDERARBAD. 'qg—
‘m":., LJ)«"JJ' 9" q&

PRESENT : KUH.Y.SUJ*NA KUMARI, D. 5?--"3.-}‘ -.w:mm.g 9. 9%

Prl.Junior Civil Judge. YA
Hyd.wWwest & South, R. Dist.- 7o, bl Agm\ {2] -

Dated this the 2nd day of Septembet 98'“4 "7"109\9' 9. q}\

B}

I.A.1336/97 Tila ¢
in : -
0:S. 248/93

<

PN

ITnuganti Mohan Kumar, $/o.late Dr.Inuganti e e
Venugopal, Aye: 27 Yrs.,, OcciRetd.Govt.Servant, :
1 0. 1-9-49/2/1, Ramnagar, Hyd. : .. PETITIONER/
plaintiff
and

L. Ctudev siddapéet, Rep.by its Executive T ’ o
Trustee lMr.5atish Modi, S/o.Manilal Modi, Age:

il ¥rs., R/o.Saritha Apartment, Road lo.4 Banjara
1Hi1ls, iyd. '

it
2. Gatish Modi, S/o.Manllal Modi, Age:54 Yrs.. Qcc: h
Liecutive Tfrustee of Gurude® Sidoapret, R/o. L
5-4-187/3 and 4, 2nd Floor, Soham Mansion, M.G.Read.

Secunderablad. . <« RESPONDENTS/ '{. .
. ., ' DEFENDANTS 1 & 2

3. P.Sudershan, S/o.P.Pentaiah, Age:44 Yrs., : :

Occ:Business, R/0.1-4-485, husheera)ad Hyd. * .. Proposed party
: RESPONDENT/

. defendant No.3

o e

This petition is coming on 28.8.98 before me for final ™+
disposal in the presence of Sri V.Marender Math, Advocate for Petitio-
ner/plaintiff and of Sri C.Balgoupal, Advocate for Respondents/Defenda-
nts | &nd 2 and of 5ri E.V.S.Murthy, Advocate for respondent No.3
as proposed defendant No.3 and the having stood over for considera—
tion till this day: this Court delivered the following:

OR D ER

This petition is filed by the plaintiff in the suit U/O 10
CPC tou impleaded third fespondent 'as third defendant in the suit. This

suit is filed for perpetual injunction restraining the respondenté

' ' xm:

1 and 2 from inteffering with the petitiOner s possession of the Suit

v e
schedule property measuring 380 Sq. yards in plot N@.l? in sy. No 37

u

of Begumpet stating that the respOndent/defendant 1 and 2 attempt d to

‘tispossess the petitioner on Q}1€.94. In this petition the'petitioner

contends toat the third respondent who executed sale deed?&hqf%v%%r of
R RS S by (( %\'\}-J ~di. 711.«:«\»«”»' oty
the petitioner'-s-vendor  as GPA holder of G.Lingam éntered into an.
- r ' .o

anreaemnent LDE:7.3.96 with respondent No.l and 2 and delivered all the

plots in Sy.MHo.37 including the suit schedule by accepting Bs.35 ldkhs

vithout any manner ot right and so it is “just and nece§sary to iwélead
th th}%ﬂhﬁﬁspondent as defendant No.3 in the suit. The contentiod'of

Lhe gk o d dé{tqsant/tnird respondent is that he is not the GPA!

' A that he did nbé

1986 ag-Remaiah <lied

contd...:2:




- | . vronalay
| k-

ps

Poo Lo yedr 93 ditsell, in Lavous ol the petitioner' s-vendor chat the
arecment bt: 7.3.96 was entered into between this respondent/and '
respondents 1 and 2 tor settleoment of lonq standing disputes'and he
never delivercd anykbody's land to the respondents 1 and 2, that he has
nothing to do with the suit and so he is nuc a necessary parti. The
espondents 1 and 2 also contended that respondent: No.3 is not a

nocessary party to the suit as there is no cause of action against
) !

[ARRTIN

The petitioner filed photostat copy of the agreement into Court

Jdoes not show the delivery of possession of the property in Sy.ifo.37

by the proposed detendant to respondents 1 and 2. It shows that the 3rd

respondent admittea the rights anu possession of lst respondent in 1 acre¢

35 yuntas in Sy.No.37 and 38 part and that he ag;eed to withdraw all
his claims in that property. It°is also mentiOngd‘therein that he .
. ' -
would satisfy the claim of the plaintiff in th&d suit. The cause of
action shown in the plaint is in the &éar1993 against respondents 1 and
2 only. This suit is for injunction restraining the respondents 1 and 2
from interfering with the possqssion*of the pectitioner over the suit
schedule property. There is no allegation dbbut.the thifd:respondent's
attewpt to interfere with the pbssessibntof the petitioners, when there
is no cause‘of action against the third respondent and when interest
of the third respondent in the suit schedule property is not Shown, I
feel that it is not necessary to implead third respondent' as: a defen-
dant in the suit, which is filed for simﬁle injunction. If th% petitio-
ner has any claim againét 3rd respondent by virtue Of th? agré?@eﬁg) he
b Lo proceed against him seperolely. It appears that this bééﬁition is
iled only to complicate the matter as argued by the responde&ts and to

dalay the proceedings.

. ;;seg not merits in the petition. Hence it is dismissed

-
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. Y 'sPicyated to the Steno-typist, transcribed by h-r, corrected
\Q{quﬁﬁuggg by me in the open Court, on this the 2nd day of Septem-
. B P T r/}l(ﬂu\ o e wﬁJ-\'\’qi '
oy ' 3 .
T . ! Prl.Junlor Civil Judge, 1

Hyd.wWest & South.
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