
THE HON' BLE DR. JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .1 9 8 2  o f   2 0 1 9  

 

ORDER:  

 

 This revision, under Art icle 227 of the Const itut ion of 

I ndia, is filed by the pet it ioner/ plaint iff aggrieved by the order 

dated 15.07.2019 passed in C.M.A.No.139 of 2018 by I I I  

Addit ional Chief Judge, City Civil Court , Hyderabad, confirm ing 

the order dated 12.10.2018 passed in I .A.No.246 of 2018 in 

O.S.No.834 of 2018 by I V Junior Civil Judge, City Civil Court  at  

Hyderabad. 

 

2. Heard learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner and 

learned counsel for respondent  No.2 and perused the record. 

 

3. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner would subm it  

that  there is existence of I I I  Floor. The revision pet it ioner had 

paid challan and filed applicat ion as required under the Rules to 

regular ize I I I  floor. However, respondent  No.1-Greater 

Hyderabad Municipal Corporat ion herein did not  take any act ion 

on that  applicat ion t ill date. He would also subm it  that  both the 

Courts below erroneously passed the im pugned orders and 

ult im ately, prayed to set  aside the im pugned orders and allow 

I .A.No.246 of 2018 as prayed for, by grant ing tem porary 

injunct ion pending adjudicat ion of O.S.No.834 of 2018. 

 

4. I n spite of service of not ice on respondent  No.1, there is 

no representat ion on its behalf. 
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5. Learned counsel for respondent  No.2 would subm it  that  

there is no existence of I I I  Floor. There is no single docum ent  to 

substant iate the existence of I I I  Floor and the act ion taken by 

respondent  No.2 to regular ize the const ruct ion of I I I  Floor only. 

Skeleton of I I I  Floor is available and was const ructed against  the 

agreem ent  entered between respondent  No.2 and the revision 

pet it ioner and ult im ately, prayed to dism iss the Civil Revision 

Pet it ion. 

6. The point  for determ inat ion is:  

 

“whether the im pugned order is liable to be set  

aside and I .A.No.246 of 2018 is allowed as prayed 

for.”  

 

7. A perusal of the order dated 12.10.2018 in I .A.No.246 of 

2018 discloses that  no single docum ent  is filed by the revision 

pet it ioner to establish the existence of const ruct ion of I I I  Floor 

and filing of applicat ion to regular ize the sam e. No copies of 

challans etc., are filed before the Court  below to substant iate the 

sam e. The t r ial Court  having examined the content ions held that  

there is no prim a facie case and balance of convenience in 

favour of the pet it ioner to grant  equitable relief of tem porary 

injunct ion. I t  is also relevant  to state that  there is no m aterial to 

establish the const ruct ion of I I I  Floor as contended by the 

revision pet it ioner. Further, there is also no docum entary 

evidence to substant iate the filing of applicat ion to regular ize the 

sam e. There is a serious dispute between respondent  No.2 and 

the revision pet it ioner with regard to the const ruct ion of I I I  Floor 

over the disputed property.  
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8. Under these circum stances, both the Courts below are 

just ified in passing the im pugned orders. They have r ight ly 

exercised the jur isdict ion vested therein. No illegality is found to 

interfere with the im pugned orders. The revision pet it ion is 

devoid of m erit  and is liable to be dism issed. 

 

9. I n the result , the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed. 

 

Pending m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any, shall stand 

dism issed in consequence.  

 

____________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

23 rd SEPTEMBER, 2019. 
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