
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

And  

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE T. AMARNATH GOUD  

C.M.A.M.P.No.2040 of 2017  

In/and  

C.M.A.No.1318 of 2012  

 

JUDGMENT: (per Hon’ ble Sri Just ice C.Praveen Kumar) 

 

1) Aggrieved by the order and decree dated 04.12.2012, 

passed in I.A.No.905 of 2012 in O.S.No.172 of 2012 on the f ile 

of the Judge, Family Court -cum-VII Addit ional Dist rict  and 

Sessions Judge, Medak at  Sangareddy, wherein an applicat ion 

f iled under Order XXXXI Rules 1 and 2 of C.P.C. seeking ad-

interim inj unct ion rest raining the pet it ioners herein from 

alienat ing the schedule propert ies to third part ies, was 

allowed, the present  appeal came to be f iled.   

2) The facts in issue are as under:  

 The respondent  herein f iled O.S.No.172 of 2012 seeking 

recovery of money.  Along with the suit ,  the respondent  also 

f iled I.A.No.905 of 2012 seeking ad-interim temporary 

inj unct ion rest raining the pet it ioners herein from alienat ing 

the schedule propert ies to third part ies.  After hearing both 

the part ies, the t rial Court  allowed the said I.A.  Challenging 
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the same, the present  appeal came to be f iled by the 

pet it ioners.  

3)  During pendency of the appeal, the pet it ioners herein 

f iled C.M.A.M.P.No.2040 of 2017 for disposal of the main suit  

it self  in terms of the j oint  compromise memo dated 

09.10.2017.  Along with the said applicat ion, the part ies also 

f iled a j oint  compromise memo dated 09.10.2017.  

4) Today the appellants and respondent  are present .  Sri 

Bot la Venkateswara Rao, Advocate, ident if ied the appellants 

and Sri Sudhakar Rao Ambat i,  Advocate, ident if ied the 

respondent .  When examined, the appellants and the 

respondents have stated that  at  the instance of the elders, 

they have set t led all their disputes out  of the Court  and 

agreed to withdraw all the cases f iled by both the part ies 

against  each other.   

5) Having regard to the facts and circumstances stated 

above and taking into considerat ion the compromise arrived at  

between the part ies, we deem it  appropriate to dispose of the 

appeal in terms of the memorandum of compromise.   

6) Accordingly, C.M.A.M.P.No.2040 of 2017 is allowed.  

Consequent ly, C.M.A.No.1318 of 2012 is disposed of in terms 
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of the compromise. The j oint  compromise memo dated 

19.12.2016 shall form part  of this order.  Miscellaneous 

pet it ions, if  any, pending in this appeal shall stand closed.    

There shall be no order as to costs. 

                                                                                                               
                                          ____________________ 

C. PRAVEEN KUMAR, J 
 

 

______________________ 

  T. AMARNATH GOUD, J  

28.03.2018  
Note: Issue C.C. by Monday  
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