
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .4 8 2 6  OF 2 0 1 8  

ORDER:   

  

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

filed by the pet it ioners aggrieved by the order dated 21.06.2018 

passed in I .A.No.257 of 2018 in O.S.No.32 of 2009 by the Senior Civil 

Judge, Vikarabad, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict , wherein the applicat ion to 

im plead the revision pet it ioners as defendants in the suit , was 

dism issed. 

 

2. Heard learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners, learned 

counsel for respondent  No.1 and perused the record. 

 

3. Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners would contend that  

the im pugned order passed by the Court  below is erroneous.  The 

revision pet it ioners have substant ial interest  in the subject  m at ter of 

the suit .   However, the Court  below has not  allowed them  to contest  

the said suit ,  which is erroneous and ult im ately prayed to allow the 

im pugned I .A. as prayed for. 

 

4. Learned counsel for the first  respondent  would contend that  the 

property which is claim ed by the revision pet it ioners was allocated to 

them  by way of com prom ise decree.  Therefore, they are not  

necessary part ies.  The Court  below r ight ly dism issed the applicat ion 

and ult im ately prayed to sustain the im pugned order. 

 

5. The im pugned order reveals that  the part ies to the suit  entered 

into a com prom ise vide m em o filed under Order XXI I I  Rule 3 of CPC 

i.e., Ex.A.4.  I n term s of the said com prom ise m em o, the revision 

pet it ioners/ proposed part ies were allot ted the share claim ed by them .  
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The com prom ise was recorded by the Court  below.  The m aterial 

placed on record further establishes that  the revision 

pet it ioners/ proposed part ies do not  have any r ight  over the property 

that  fell to the share of second respondent / defendant  in the suit .   Even 

the revision pet it ioners could not  file a single docum ent  to substant iate 

their  r ights over the property allocated to the second 

respondent / defendant .   

 

6. Under these circum stances, the revision pet it ioners/ proposed 

part ies are not  necessary part ies to the aforesaid suit .  The Court  

below had elaborately dealt  with the content ions raised by the revision 

pet it ioners and answered the sam e by assigning valid reasons.  There 

is no infirm ity or illegality in the im pugned order. The Court  below is 

just ified in passing the im pugned order.  The pet it ion is devoid of m erit  

and is liable to be dism issed. 

 

7. I n the result , the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed. No order as 

to costs. 

 

The Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending shall stand closed.   

 

             _______________________ 

                      Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  21.10.2019 

ssp 


