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= In the Court of the Prl.Suerdinate Jul~e,R-n;a Reddy District,

2.
<
’ Present: Sri S.Sailu MeAe,11 P,

Prl.Subordidnte Julge.’

Dated: This the 6th dny of M ,91.

[ ol wensib i

0.8.M9,74/85

Be tveen;:-
Curudev Sidhapeeth,. '
e Pleintiff, J
and

V.Marsamna anl others,.
«Defendants,

This suit is coming on8.7.21 for f£inel herring
bafore me in the presence of Sri C Ba1g0p =1, KMvoe~te for the
plezintiff,anl of Sri N. meachﬁndrarao ﬁdvocwte for the defondents,
anl the matter hevins stood over for consmlerntion tilyr this
day, the court delivered the following:-

JUDGIETNT

Sult fordeclaration 2nd perpectusl injunction
inrespact of the suit sch,properties in €.M0.37 2nd 38 ~Im,
7848.55 sq.yds situated at Begumpet villege,V-11rbhn~r-r Tq.
R.R.District,

L

2. The avemmafits set out in the plesint in bridf

as follows; | R
The plaintiff is the owner of thel-nd, =lme-suring

7848.55 sqe.yds situated at Begumpet vg,VﬁlWabhnngsr Tq.R.R.Di t,

~ in S.N9.37 anxl 38. Vriginally the seid belongs to one Siveirh ~nd
it was purchased by Nawab Azam Jung Bshadur under = sole deed
dt.2hJ1.13uh Fasli. The Newab in turn sold the s id lenl to one

Hacherla Veerabhazlra Rao under 2 sale deed, aAt.22.5.58, later
the property was again s°1d by Macherla Veersthadre rads to thres
purcharers by virtue of a registered sale deed dAt,1,h.61 by »
fsale deed dt.5.11.64, the property was conveyed to Smt.Kusum Ben

PR Wodi, who in turn settled the lend infavonr of thgblmintiff by
a Dged of Gift Settlement At.Z.7.75.%=n Thus thepl aintiff is in

""""

¢ po vesclon and title of the suit property for more thenho ye-r

3. The defendants c]aiwlnb tobe the lersl heirsof one’

“'ﬁvsggmgiah file?! a suit in 0.S.h58/8k on the file of this court *r»:nqt
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the saiqﬁand anl they being the heis of a protected ton-nl,
they haée becone theowners of the saidl 1and, with tho »di of
yhé said orders the defindante herein ~re trying to interfere with
thepossessionaf theplaintiff over tﬁe suit 1and,The defend-nls L-ving
no right or titls inregpect »f the lanl, The def nlenls thre-tonine
to> interfere with the possessionof the plaintiff. The d=fontonts
are alsdo trying to sell the sail laml to third parties since the
plaintiff in possession and enjoypent of the suit l1and for nove
than 40 years, as such the defenlents have no richt or title
thepleintiff is therefore filsd the suit for decler-tion ~nd
perpectual injunction, The cause 2f action for the suit -~rose om

29.12.84 andon subsequent dates,

4, Defendant filed their W3 dernying the slior-~tions
made in theplaint, they also deniad that the plaintiff is the
owner of the land comprising of the entire S.N2,37 Mm,Ac.1.35rts
bearing S.N2.37 situsted at Begunmpet vg. The ®dfendsnts sumitted
an epplicetion before the Tahsildar £or the greont of protectzd ten-ney
certific~te in thedir favour as the legal heirs of Remsi-h, The

Tahsildar after due enqguiry conducted in the locelity in the

‘presance of panchas and mrg pullic and verifying himself that the

defenlants alone are the legal heirsof the decessed protected N
tenant V.Ramaian, on 23,8.8%+ came to the conclusion thrt fhe
defendants alone are the legal heirs »f the dsceased ten-nt V.Rrjoiﬂx
granted successiaon certificate through his procezdings Wo,D.DisNo,
B/3331/84, dt.24,12,84+ as per the provisions of Sec ho(2)>f the AP,
Telarigana Arza Tenancy and Agricultural Ienls Act,?250, The R nri-h
was continued in possession and enjoyment »f the suit 1-nd. 2e such
the ple.ntiff nor their vendsr having »ry titls inrespect of the
suit sch,property. The suit for thepleintiff for dzcler-tion =nt title
anl for dnjunction is not a2t all maintainable and thoenit filed
in 0.8.458/84% which is pending wherein they filel 142,1307/™ for

interin injurmr tion, it has been grantad and wes mal2 r~benlute, In"\f.j,E‘
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these defendants.

[V

5. Basing on the =bove plenlin;s the following

issues were settled for triml.

1) Whether the plaintiff is the ouner anl

RRIRIXVx possessor of the suit 1and? |
S Whether the pleintiff is entitl=ad to the |
declearation of title and permenent injunction |

as prayed for?

3) To what relief?

6. PWel ®@xamined Exs M to Ay marked. The defend-nts

not adduced oral evidence nor nmarked any documents on their beh-1f,

7. 1SSUE NO:1:-

According to the Ri1 he is working as Local M=nsger i

of the plaintiff institktion, and aware of the ffictg of this c-ge,

T

One Shivaiah was the briginal owner of the sult property, he sold

A4

theproperties to one Nawab Wasif Axam under a registereld s-le deed

vide Ex.A1, who in turn s21d the suit propetiges to one M,Veeresb~dr-
—~ Rao unler registered sale deed vide Ex.A2, Veerabhoadroras in tirn
’ 8911 the properties through the resgistared srle deedl vide "x, A3

to one Setish Modi and Smt,Girija Bane Mad1i and Kusum P.Modi

vile Ex.A3.Smt.Kasum PM92d1 in turn giftad the suitbroperty infe-vour
of Sri Gurudev Ashram through a rsgistsrad gift deeA Ie7e7.75 vide ;L

Ex .+, later the name of Gurudev Ashram as chmge t» Guradev Fiidh-peeth |

as such theblaintiff is in possessiond>f the suit sch.property fron

1975 snwerds. The defendants are trying to interfere with ths nroporiy.
K%; _ 8. The dsfenlants naving spper~red before this court -ml
;jfii?d %heir WS contradicting the averments of the plantiff -nd f-ived
.Z}égiﬁgce thedir evidence inspite of aljosurndng the suit for crosse
ei%m}d%tion of A1 finally. The cross-sxruination of BI1 by the

. def?ndants are forfzitted anl pogted for defendantsevidence to R,7,91 &
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representation, the oral evidence of the A2fondents sre fopfoitted
Since the @f:nlants failel to ap eerthe coart adducineg 2r-l

avidence to contralict the oral 2vidence anl tha I moni-p: o-ilence
it is clear fron Exs.A1 to 4 that the suit sche.property w-3 mifitsd
t> the plaintiff and that ths plaintiff is in possesaionof the

su itfwropevty. As such this issue goos infovoar oF thepl~inti’f

against the defanlants,

9. ISSUE NO:2:~

Inview of the discussion at Issuc Mo.1, anl inviow of
the Txs.A1 to 4 wherein the property has been gifted to the pl-intiff,
as such the plaintiff is entitiel to the decler-tion title -~nl 3
parmanent injunction against the def nd-nts, Sincs the def~nl-nts ~

are failed to apoear befors this court nor ~Iluce orel evidence nor
- marked apy documantis to contradict the claln of the pl-intiff, 2

such this issue goas infavo:r of theplaintiff acainst the defonl-nts,

10. ISSUE NO3;-

In tha result suit is d=creeld with codbs

0

pr-yad
for,
Dictated to the St2no-typist,transcribed by hiinm,

corractadl and pronouncad by me in the Op"’] caurt sn this theé
6th dgy of Aug,91.

.R oy n ,,_,u 6'\
Arpendiy of Evidence a{ l/
Withessas xamined
: For Plaintiff '« For Defenlnnts
< PW l\shok Chakravarthi nil
wl';_ﬁ’-”" Exhibits Marked

%o 3 are the regd,.sale ddeeads
the gift deed
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