
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

C.R.P. No.615 OF 2017 

ORDER: 

The p la intiff in O.S. No.854 of 2015 in the Court of II Add itiona l 

Junior Civil Judge, Kurnool  is the revision petitioner. 

            The revision petitioner filed  the instant suit for perpetua l 

injunc tion restra ining  the respondents from interfering  with the 

possession and  enjoyment of petitioner over the p la int sc hedule 

p roperty.  The revision petitioner pend ing suit, filed  I. A. No.1210 of 

2015 for g rant of tempora ry injunc tion.  The tria l Court through order 

da ted  03.06.2016 d ismissed  the app lic a tion.  The revision petitioner 

filed  C.M.A. No.5 of 2016 and  the C.M.A. has been a llowed  with the 

following c ond ition: 

 “In the result, the civil miscellaneous appeal is allowed, 

without costs, setting aside the order and decretal order 

dated 3-6-2016 in I.A. No.1210/ 2015 in O.S. 

No.854/2015 on the file of the II Additional Junior Civil 

Judge’s Court, Kurnool, subject to condition that the 

appellant/petitioner shall pay rent at the rate of Rs.8,000/- 

per month from 2-1-2016 to 2-11-2016, within two months 

from the date of this order and future rents also till the 

disposal of the suit, otherwise the miscellaneous appeal 

shall stand dismissed.  Accordingly, temporary injunction 

is granted in favour of the appellant/petitioner, pending 

disposal of the suit, subject to the above condition.” 

  

The p la intiff aggrieved  by the c ond ition imposed  while 

granting  tempora ry injunc tion, has filed  the instant revision. 

 Mr.Mithileshwara  Reddy for petitioner c ontends tha t the 

appella te c ourt while d irec ting  the petitioner to deposit Rs.8,000/ - 

towards rent from 02.01.2016 to 02.11.2016 and  c ontinue to deposit 

Rs.8,000/ -, ignored   the admitted  fac t in the written sta tement 

about Rs.9,00,000/ - rec eived  by respondents from petitioner, and  if 
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interest on the sa id  amount is taken note of, the d irec tion to pay 

rent would  amount to add itiona l liab ility on the petitioner and  

doub le advantage to the respondents.   

Mr.C.S.K.V.Ramana Murthy c ontends tha t the suit is one for 

injunc tion simp lic itor. These c irc umstanc es rela te to a lleged  

agreement of sa le or the amount sa id  to have been pa id  by 

petitioner in favour of respondents is not one of the issues in the 

instant suit.  He further c ontends tha t the appella te Court while 

imposing the c ond ition has g iven liberty to petitioner herein to take 

steps for rea lisa tion of the amount and  therefore, no exc ep tion to 

the find ings rec orded  by the appella te Court in the jurisd ic tion of 

this Court under Artic le 227 of the Constitution of Ind ia  is made out. 

 I have, with the assistanc e of lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for 

the pa rties perused  the order in revision and  a lso the d irec tion 

issued  by the appella te Court.  The sc ope of revision is very limited  

as well as jurisd ic tion of this Court to re-examine the c ond ition. This 

Court does not find  a  reason to d isturb  the find ings rec orded  by the 

appella te Court on a ll ma teria l aspec ts.  The revision fa ils and  

ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  The Court of II Add itiona l Junior Civil Judge, 

Kurnool is d irec ted  to d ispose of the suit within three months from 

the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  Both the pa rties a re 

d irec ted  to c oopera te with the Court for quic k d isposa l.  No order 

as to c osts.                                                                                            

Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date:09.03.2017 

Stp  


