
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

Civ i l  Rev ision  Pet i t ion  No .2 1 2 4  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 ioners/ plaint iffs, 

challenging the judgm ent , dated 25.01.2019, passed in C.M.A.No.8 

of 2017 by the I X Addit ional Chief Judge, City Civil Court , 

Hyderabad. 

 

2 . The facts that  led to filing of this Civil Revision Pet it ion, in 

br ief, are as follows:  

I nit ially, the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs filed a suit  for perpetual 

injunct ion in O.S.No.696 of 2016 before the XI X Junior Civil Judge, 

City Civil Court , Hyderabad, against  the respondents/ defendants.  

I n that  suit ,  the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs filed an I nter locutory 

Applicat ion in I .A.No.73 of 2016 before the XI X Junior Civil Judge, 

City Civil Court , Hyderabad, under Order XXXI X Rules 1 and 2, for 

grant  of tem porary injunct ion rest raining the respondent  

No.1/ defendant  No.1 and her associates from  enter ing and taking 

possession of the suit  schedule property, pending disposal of the 

m ain suit .  The said inter locutory applicat ion was dism issed by the 

learned XI X Junior Civil Judge, City Civil Court , Hyderabad, by 

order, dated 13.12.2016.  Aggrieved by the sam e, the 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs filed an appeal in C.M.A.No.8 of 2017 before 

the I X Addit ional Chief Judge, City Civil Court , Hyderabad.  The 

learned I X Addit ional Chief Judge, vide order, dated 25.01.2019, 

which is im pugned in this Civil Revision Pet it ion, dism issed the 
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appeal.  Aggrieved by the sam e, the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs filed this 

Civil Revision Pet it ion. 

 

3 . Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs and 

perused the record. 

 

4 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs would 

contend that  the orders passed by both the Courts below are 

unsustainable.  Though the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs have got  prima 

facie case and balance of convenience in their  favour, the Court  

below erroneously declined to grant  the relief of tem porary 

injunct ion in favour of the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs.  The Court  below 

failed to appreciate the content ions of the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs in 

proper perspect ive and ult im ately prayed to set  aside the order 

under challenge and grant  tem porary injunct ion in favour of the 

pet it ioners/ plaint iffs as prayed for. 

 

5 . The m aterial placed on record reveals that  t r ial Court , having 

exam ined the docum ents and the subm issions m ade by both the 

sides in detail,  was pleased to dism iss the inter locutory applicat ion 

for tem porary injunct ion filed by the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs, assigning 

reasons.  As per the records, the pet it ioners/ plaint iffs could not  

m ake out  a prim a facie case and balance of convenience in their 

favour for grant  of tem porary injunct ion.  Further, they could not  

substant iate that  they would be put  to irreparable loss in the event  

of not  grant ing tem porary injunct ion, during the pendency of the 

suit .  The respondent  No.1/ defendant  No.1 has got  registered 

docum ents to her credit  to show the ownership and possession 

over the suit  schedule property.  Under these circum stances, there 
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is no illegality or infirm ity in the im pugned order.  The Civil 

Revision Pet it ion is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be dism issed.    

 

6 . Accordingly, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed.  There 

shall be no order as to costs.  

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

Pet it ion, shall stand closed. 

  
______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

19 th Septem ber, 2019 
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