
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD
FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AND THE STATE OF

ANDHRA PRADESH
 

***
A.S.M.P.No.1375 of 2015 in A.S.No.2763 of 2000

AND
APPEAL SUIT No.2763 of 2000

Between:
S.Ram Manohar 

 

                                                                …Appellant
 
 

and
 

 
Smt B.Lalitha and others.

                                                           ... Respondents
 
DATE OF JUDGMENT PRONOUNCED:  17.08.2015   
 
 
SUBMITTED FOR APPROVAL:
 
 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY
 
 
1.  Whether Reporters of Local newspapers                    Yes/No
     may be allowed to see the Judgments?
 
 
2.  Whether the copies of judgment may be                    Yes/No
     marked to Law Reporters/Journals?
 
 
3.  Whether his Lordship wish to                                   Yes/No
     see the fair copy of the Judgment?

 

 

 



 THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY
 

A.S.M.P.No.1375 of 2015 in A.S.No.2763 of 2000,
APPEAL SUIT No.2763 of 2000

&
CROSS OBJECTIONS (SR) No.89174 of 2000

 
COMMON JUDGMENT:              
 

          Both the appellant/1st defendant and the 1st respondent/plaintiff

are present and they are identified by their respective counsel. The

terms of compromise are read over and explained to them in Telugu

and they admitted them to be true and correct.  Since I find that the

compromise is voluntary and for the benefit of both parties, it is a fit

case to permit them to enter into compromise. Accordingly,

A.S.M.P.No.1375 of 2015 is ordered.
 

            It is stated by both the counsel that respondents 2 and 3 are not

necessary parties to the compromise as they are only tenants and they

already vacated the premises. However, the Appeal Suit No.2763 of

2000 has already been dismissed for default against them on

20.10.2011.
 

          As the appellant and the 1st respondent are permitted to enter

into compromise as per order in A.S.M.P.No.1375 of 2015,

A.S.No.2763 of 2000 is allowed by passing a decree in terms of

compromise. Consequently, the Cross-Objections (SR) No.89174 of

2000 is dismissed. Registry is directed to annex copy of compromise

memo to the decree copy.  There shall be no order as to costs. 

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending shall stand closed.   

  
__________________________________

                                               M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY, J
AUGUST 17, 2015
YVL
 

 THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY



 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A.S.M.P.No.1375 of 2015 in A.S.No.2763 of 2000
AND

APPEAL SUIT No.2763 of 2000
 
 

Dt: 17.08.2015
YVL
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