
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

Civ i l  Rev ision  Pet i t ion  No .1 4 0 5  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:   

 

 This Civil Revision Pet it ion, under Art icle 227 of the 

Const itut ion of I ndia, is filed by the pet it ioner/ plaint iff,  

challenging the order, dated 18.03.2019, passed in I .A.No.173 

of 2019 in I .A.No.200 of 2013 in O.S.No.27 of 2013, by the I I I  

Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Karim nagar, whereby, the pet it ion 

filed by the revision pet it ioner/ plaint iff under Order I  Rule 

10(2)  of CPC read with Rule 28 of the Civil Rules of Pract ice, 

to im plead the respondents 1 and 2 herein/ defendants 13 and 

14 in the or iginal suit  as respondents 13 and 14 in I .A.No.200 

of 2013 and to perm it  the revision pet it ioner/ plaint iff to carry 

out  the consequent ial am endm ents, was dism issed. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for both the sides and 

perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner/ plaint iff 

would contend that  the respondents 1 and 2 

herein/ defendants 13 and 14 are claim ing substant ial interest  

over the subject  m at ter of the suit  by claim ing adverse 

possession over the suit  schedule property.  The revision 

pet it ioner/ plaint iff is apprehending that  there is possibilit y of 

the respondents 1 and 2 herein/ defendants 13 and 14 

alienat ing the suit  schedule property during pendency of the 

or iginal suit  filed for part it ion and separate possession.  The 
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Court  below erroneously dism issed the subject  inter locutory 

applicat ion and ult im ately prayed to allow the Civil Revision 

Pet it ion as prayed for. 

 

4 . The learned counsel for the respondents 1 and 

2/ defendants 13 and 14 supported the im pugned order and 

contended that  the Court  below, having exam ined the m at ter 

in detail,  ult im ately dism issed the subject  inter locutory 

applicat ion holding that  there is no necessity to br ing the 

respondents 1 and 2/ defendants 13 and 14 on record as 

respondents 13 and 14 in I .A.No.200 of 2013.  There is 

nothing to take a different  view and ult im ately prayed to 

dism iss the Civil Revision Pet it ion. 

 

5 . I n view of the subm issions m ade by both the sides, the 

revision pet it ioner/ plaint iff is apprehending that  the 

respondents 1 and 2 herein/ defendants 13 and 14 would 

alienate the suit  schedule property, during the pendency of 

the subject  dispute.  An order is required to be passed in 

I .A.No.200 of 2013 filed for grant  of tem porary injunct ion, 

after allowing the am endm ent , as sought  for by the revision 

pet it ioner/ plaint iff.   Otherwise, it  would cause substant ial 

injust ice to the revision pet it ioner/ plaint iff.   The respondents 1 

and 2 herein/  defendants 13 and 14 are also necessary part ies 

for determ inat ion of I .A.No.200 of 2013.  Under these 

circum stances, the im pugned order cannot  sustain and is 

liable to be set  aside. 
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6 . Accordingly, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is allowed and the 

im pugned order, dated 18.03.2019, passed in I .A.No.173 of 

2019 in I .A.No.200 of 2013 in O.S.No.27 of 2013, by the I I I  

Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Karim nagar, is set  aside.  

Consequent ly, I .A.No.173 of 2019 stands allowed and the 

respondents 1 and 2 herein/ defendants 13 and 14 are ordered 

to be im pleaded in I .A.No.200 of 2013. 

 Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Civil 

Revision Pet it ion, shall stand closed.  There shall be no order 

as to costs. 

 

           ______________________ 

                   Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

05 th Novem ber, 2019 
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