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 The petitioner herein is the p la intiff.  He filed  the suit in O.S.No.165 of 

2010 on the file of Princ ipa l Distric t Judge, Guntur, for spec ific  

performanc e of agreement of sa le.  In the sa id  suit, he filed  the p resent 

I.A.No.1614 of 2017 in O.S.No.165 of 2010 to imp lead  15 respondents, as 

defendants 37 to 51, c la iming tha t they a re the pendente lite  purc hasers 

of the suit sc hedule p roperty.  By the impugned  order and  dec ree da ted  

4.12.2017, the tria l c ourt d ismissed  the I.A.  Assa iling  the same, the p resent 

revision is filed . 

 

 The lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner submitted  tha t during  the 

evidenc e of defendants, petitioner c ame to know tha t the p roposed  

defendants purc hased  the suit sc hedule p roperty under reg istered  sa le 

deeds pend ing the suit.  He c ontended  tha t suc h sa les a re hit by     

Sec tion 52 of the Transfer of Property Ac t, 1882 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ).   He 

further c ontended  tha t no p rejud ic e would  be c aused  to the p roposed  

parties if they a re imp leaded , and  tha t they a re p roper and  nec essary 

pa rties to the suit.  If the suit is eventua lly dec reed , it will be very d iffic ult 

for the petitioner to exec ute the dec ree in the absenc e of p roposed  

parties and  it leads to multip lic ity of litiga tion.  Therefore, the lea rned  

c ounsel for the petitioner sought to set aside the impugned order and  to 

a llow I.A.No.1614/ 2017 in O.S.No.165 of 2010. 

 

 From a  perusa l of the materia l on rec ord  it c ould  be seen tha t when 

the suit was a t the stage of a rguments, in order to introduc e fac ts as to 

pendente lite  a liena tions, petitioner filed  I.A.Nos.1496, 1497 and  1498 of 



2017 in O.S.No.165 of 2010, for reopening the suit, to rec a ll witness and  to 

rec eive the doc uments.  After c ontest, the tria l c ourt d ismissed  the I.As., by 

order da ted  15.11.2017.  In the sa id  order, the tria l c ourt c onsidering  the 

sc ope of Sec tion 52 of Ac t, held  tha t pendente lite  purc hasers a re bound  

by the result of the suit.  It was further held  tha t as the suit is of the year 

2012, there is inord ina te delay on the pa rt of the petitioner in filing  the 

app lic a tions.  The tria l c ourt a lso found  tha t app lic a tion for imp leadment 

of the pendente lite  a lienees, was not filed  by the petitioner a long with 

other I.As.  The order da ted  15.11.2017, d ismissing  the earlier app lic a tions, 

has bec ome fina l, as no revision was filed .  The relief, whic h the petitioner 

c ould  not ob ta in in the ea rlier app lic a tions, c annot seek by filing  the 

p resent app lic a tion, whic h is an a fter thought and  tha t the order da ted  

15.11.2017 opera tes as ba r to the p resent app lic a tion.  Considering  these 

c irc umstanc es, in my c onsidered  view, the tria l c ourt rightly d ismissed  the 

app lic a tion. 

 

 Find ing no merit in the instant revision, the same is ac c ord ing ly 

d ismissed  a t the stage of admission. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No order 

as to c osts. 
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