
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON Nos.1 0 5 2  an d  1 0 6 5  OF 2 0 1 9  

 

COMMON ORDER:  

 

 Since the issue involved in these two Civil Revision Pet it ions 

is one and the sam e, they are being disposed of by this com m on 

order.  

2. These two Civil Revision Pet it ions, under Art icle 227 of the 

Const itut ion of I ndia, are filed aggrieved by the orders dated 

14.09.2018, passed in I .A.Nos.64 and 65 of 2018 in O.S.No.22 of 

2018 respect ively, by the Addit ional Junior Civil Judge, Kukatpally.  

 

3. Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioners and perused the 

record.  

 

4. The pet it ioners herein filed the aforesaid I nter locutory 

Applicat ions under Order 1 Rule 10 read with Sect ion 151 of the 

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, seeking to im plead them  as 

proposed defendants in the subject  suit  as well as proposed 

respondents in I .A.No.25 of 2018. The Court  below, after hearing 

both sides, dism issed the said applicat ions vide im pugned orders, 

dated 14.09.2018.  

 

5.   Learned counsel for the pet it ioners would subm it  that  the 

pet it ioners filed the aforesaid applicat ions to im plead them  as 

proposed defendants in the subject  suit  as well as proposed 

respondents in I .A.No.25 of 2018, but , however, the Court  below 

erroneously dism issed the said applicat ions;  that  the pet it ioners 

belong to sam e locality, in which respondent  Nos.1 and 2 /  

plaint iffs are running hotel business and causing lot  of t rouble to 



 
                                         
           
 

                                                                             

 
 

 
 

 

 
the pet it ioners and hence, prayed to im plead the pet it ioners as 

proposed part ies to the suit .  

 

6. I t  is relevant  to state that  respondent  Nos.1 and 2 /  plaint iffs 

filed the subject  suit  against  the 3 rd respondent  herein/  defendant -  

Assistant  Com m issioner, Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporat ion, 

Moosapet , Circle, 23, alleging that  the said authorit ies are illegally 

interfer ing and causing hindrance in running the hotel business 

peacefully.  Since respondent  Nos.1 and 2 /  plaint iffs did not  allege 

anything against  third part ies except  the 3 rd respondent / defendant  

in the subject  suit  and if the pet it ioners are aggrieved by the hotel 

business being run by respondent  Nos. 1 and 2 /  plaint iffs, they 

have to workout  the rem edies available under law.  No purpose 

would be served even if their  applicat ions are allowed.  The 

content ions raised on behalf of the pet it ioners are beyond the 

scope of pleadings in O.S.No.22 of 2018.  Therefore, the pet it ioners 

are not  ent it led to add as necessary part ies to the subject  suit .  

The Court  below is just ified in dism issing the applicat ions.   Hence, 

both the Civil Revision Pet it ions are liable to be dism issed.  

 

7. Accordingly, both the Civil Revision Pet it ions are dism issed at  

the stage of adm ission.  

 Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in these two civil 

revision pet it ions are closed. There shall be no order as to costs.  

 

______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

SEPTEMBER 0 3 , 2 0 1 9  
YVL 
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