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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 11.12.2017

CORAM:

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE C.V.KARTHIKEYAN

C.S. No. 722 of 2017(B)

and 

O.A.No.893 of 2017

Vishal Film Factory,
Represented by its Proprietor,
Vishal Krishna,
Plot No.73, 1st Street,
Kumaran Colony, Vadapalani,
Chennai-600 026.        ...Plaintiff

          Vs.

Aditya Music (India) Pvt. Ltd,
Represented by its Managing Director,
3-5-1091/7, Venkateshwara Colony,
Narayanaguda,
Hyderabad-500 029.             ...Defendant

PRAYER :  Plaint has been filed Under Order IV Rule 1 of O.S. Rules 

read  with  Order  VII,  Rule  1  of  Civil  Procedure  code,  seeking  for 

(a)Declaration  declaring  the  Deed  of  Transfer  agreement  dated 

21.07.2016 as null and void due to the change in circumstances and 

impossibility  of  performance  by  the  Plaintiff  pertaining  to  the  Tamil 
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Film,  “Sandaikozhi-2”and  consequently  uphold  the  termination  of 

contract  dated  21.07.2016  by  the  Plaintiff.  (b)For  the  relief  of 

permanent  injunction  restraining  the  defendant  or  his  men,  agent, 

assigns  or  legal  heirs  from  in  any  manner  dealing  with  the  rights 

assigned  to  the  Defendant  vide  agreement  dated  21.07.2016 

pertaining  to  the  future  Film  “Sandaikozhi-2”and  also  restrain  the 

Defendant  from in  any  manner  interfering with  the  business  of  the 

plaintiff pertaining to the future film “Sandaikozhi-2”.  

For Plaintiff      :      M/s.Krishna Ravindran

*****

J U D G M E N T

 A  memo  has  been  filed  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the 

plaintiff.  The memo is recorded and taken into file.

2.  The  learned  counsel  for  the  plaintiff  submitted  that  a 

compromise has been effected between the plaintiff and the defendant 

and the issues between them has been settled out of Court.  He has 

also made an endorsement in the plaint as follows:

"Withdrawn or settled simplistor outside Court."
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3. In view of  the same, the suit  in C.S.No.722 of  2017 is 

dismissed as withdrawn. Consequently,  connected application is  also 

closed.

4. The plaintiff is entitled for refund of Court fee in accordance 

with rules.
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C.V.KARTHIKEYAN, J

rm

Judgment in      
C.S. No. 722 of 2017

and O.A.No.893 of 2017

 
11.12.2017
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