
 

THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .5 3 1 1  o f  2 0 1 8  

 

ORDER:  

 

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

Const itut ion of I ndia, is filed aggrieved by the order and decree, 

dated 09.07.2018, passed in C.M.A.No.1 of 2018 by the I I I  

Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Gadwal, whereby an order, dated 

17.01.2017, passed in I .A.No.4 of 2014 in O.S.No.3 of 2014, by 

the Junior Civil Judge, Alam pur, was confirm ed and C.M.A. was 

dism issed.   

 

2. Heard the learned counsel for the revision 

pet it ioners/ appellants/ defendants, learned counsel for the 

respondents 1 and 2/ respondents/ plaint iffs 1 and 2 and perused 

the record.   

 

3. Learned counsel for the revision 

pet it ioners/ appellants/ defendants would contend that  the 

revision pet it ioners are in possession of part  of subject  suit  land 

and to substant iate the sam e, there is a docum ent  i.e., Ex.R.2-

copy of legal not ice, dated 05.09.2013, issued by respondents 

/ plaint iffs, wherein it  is stated that  the revision pet it ioners are in 

possession of part  of subject  suit  land.  But , the Court  below did 

not  advert  to the sam e and erroneously dism issed the appeal 

confirm ing the order, dated 17.01.2017, passed in I .A.No.4 of 

2014 in O.S.No.3 of 2014 by the Junior Civil Judge, Alam pur.  I t  

is further stated that  the findings recorded by both the Courts 
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below are perverse and ult im ately prayed to set  aside the 

im pugned order.  

 

4. On the other hand, learned counsel for respondents/  

/ plaint iffs would contend that  the Court  below by placing reliance 

on several docum ents nam ely, Exs.P.1 to P.51, filed by the 

respondents/ plaint iffs, held that  respondents/ plaint iffs are in 

possession of the subject  suit  land adm easuring Ac.2.23 gunas 

in Survey No.436. He further stated that  the recitals m ent ioned 

in Ex.R.2, copy of legal not ice, dated 05.09.2013, can be 

exam ined during the course of t r ial of the subject  suit .   I t  is 

further stated that  the Court  below r ight ly passed the im pugned 

order and there are no grounds to set  aside the sam e and 

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

 

5. As seen from  the record, the respondents / plaint iffs filed 

the subject  suit  for Perpetual I njunct ion.  Along with the suit , 

they also filed I .A.No.4 of 2014 under Order XXXI X Rules 1 and 

2 C.P.C. seeking tem porary injunct ion rest raining the revision 

pet it ioners/ defendants from  interfer ing with their  peaceful 

possession and enjoym ent  over the disputed subject  suit  land.  

To substant iate the case of the respondents/ plaint iffs that  they 

are in peaceful possession and enjoym ent  over the subject  land, 

filed several docum ents in I .A.No.4 of 2014, nam ely Exs.P.1 to 

P.51, in which Exs.P.1 to P.8 are cert ified copies of 

Adangal/ pahani, Exs.P.9 to P.11 are pat tadar books;  Exs.P.12 to 

P.41 are Meeseva copies of Adangal/ pahani and Exs.P.42 to P.51 
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are the Tax receipts, which show that  the respondents/ plaint iffs 

are in possession of the subject  suit  land.     

 

6. Since the docum ents viz., Exs.P.1 to P.51 would prim a 

facie establishes the possession of the respondents/ plaint iffs 

over the suit  schedule property, both the Courts below held that  

there is prim a facie case and balance of convenience in favour of 

the respondents/ plaint iffs and granted tem porary injunct ion in 

favour of the respondents/ plaint iffs.  The findings recorded by 

both the Courts below are based on the docum ents available on 

record.  The Court  below has r ight ly exercised its discret ion in 

passing the im pugned order. There is no infirm ity or perversity 

found in the im pugned order.  There is nothing to take a 

different  view.  Hence, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is devoid of 

m erit  and the sam e is liable to be dism issed.     

   

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

 

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

pet it ion shall stand closed. There shall be no order as to costs.  

 

 

______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

1 4
t h

  Nov em b er , 2 0 1 9  
 

YVL 
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