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

PRADESH
 

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY SIXTH DAY OF FEBRUARY TWO
THOUSAND AND SIXTEEN 

 
Present

                    HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAO
 

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No.737 of 2016
                             
Between:

 
L. Siva Sankar Reddy,
S/o. Narayana Reddy,
Aged about 50 years,
R/o. Kondamanyunipalem,
Kadiri Mandal, Anantapur District.

.. Petitioner
 
AND                      
 
Goddavula Jagan,
S/o. Sudhakar, Aged about 13 years,
Minor, Rep. by his mother and natural guardian
Goddavula Naga Rani @ Nandini,
W/o. Sudhakar, Aged about 32 years,
R/o. Venkullavaripalli,
H/o. Gottibylu, NP Kunta Mandal,
Anantapuramu District & 6 others

                                                                           .. Respondents
 

The Court made the following:
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                              
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                      



 
 
 
                      
 
 
 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAO
 

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No.737 of 2016
 
ORDER:
 

 

The petitioner assails the order passed by the Court of Principal

Junior Civil Judge, Kadiri, in I.A.No.47 of 2014 in O.S.No.203 of 2007,

dated 27.10.2015.  The plaintiff filed the said I.A. praying to implead

the 7th respondent in the said I.A. as 7th defendant in the suit and

having regard to the issue involved in the suit, the trial Court allowed

the application.

 

2.       Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks to contend that

the petitioner is no way concerned with the prayer sought in the suit

and, therefore, the petitioner was unnecessarily arrayed as a

respondent.  Admittedly, the petitioner is the purchaser of Item No.2 of

the suit scheduled properties.

 

3.       Whether such a purchase was made prior to the initiation

of the suit or after the initiation of the suit is the matter for consideration

in the suit.  Therefore, no opinion can be expressed at this stage on

that claim of the petitioner.

 

4.       Having regard to the facts of this case, I do not see any

error committed by the Court below warranting interference.  The Civil

Revision Petition is, accordingly, dismissed.  There shall be no order

as to costs.  Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in this civil

revision petition shall stand closed.

 



_____________________
                                    P.NAVEEN RAO, J

Date:  26th February, 2016
KL                                            
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