
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .6 9 7 3  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 by the pet it ioner/ plaint iff,  challenging 

the order, dated 02.11.2018, passed in I .A.No.285 of 2018 in 

O.S.No.148 of 2017, by the I I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge (FTC) , 

Medak at  Sangareddy, whereby, the pet it ion filed by the 

respondent  No.1 herein/ defendant  No.2 under Sect ion 151 of CPC 

seeking police protect ion to im plem ent  the order passed in 

I .A.No.201 of 2017 in O.S.No.148 of 2017, was allowed. 

 

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  though I .A.No.201 of 2017 filed by the revision 

pet it ioner/ plaint iff in the subject  suit  in O.S.No.148 of 2017 

seeking tem porary injunct ion was dism issed, the Court  below was 

pleased to grant  police protect ion in favour of the respondent  

No.1/ defendant  No.2, basing on the order, dated 21.03.2018, 

passed in I .A.No.201 of 2017 in O.S.No.148 of 2017.  I t  is also 

contended that  there is no substant ial order to protect  the interest  

of the respondent  No.1/ defendant  No.2.  The Court  below is not  

just ified in passing the im pugned order and ult im ately prayed to 

set  aside the order under challenge and dism iss the subject  

I .A.No.285 of 2018. 
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4 . On the other hand, the learned counsel for the respondent  

No.1/ defendant  No.2 supported the im pugned order and subm it ted 

that  there is nothing to interfere with the sam e. 

 

5 . Adm it tedly, there is no substant ial order in favour of the 

respondent  No.1/ defendant  No.2.  The order, dated 21.03.2018, 

passed in I .A.No.201 of 2017 in O.S.No.148 of 2017 dism issing the 

pet it ion filed by the revision pet it ioner/ plaint iff seeking inter im  

injunct ion would not  ent it le the respondent  No.1/ defendant  No.2 

for grant  of police protect ion as sought  for in the subject  

inter locutory applicat ion.  Without  there being any substant ial 

order in favour of the respondent  No.1/ defendant  No.2, the Court  

below is unjust ified in passing the im pugned order, dated 

02.11.2018, grant ing police protect ion.  The im pugned order 

suffers from  legal infirm it ies.  Therefore, it  is liable to be set  aside. 

 

6 . Accordingly, the im pugned order, dated 02.11.2018, passed 

in I .A.No.285 of 2018 in O.S.No.148 of 2017, by the I I  Addit ional 

Dist r ict  Judge (FTC) , Medak at  Sangareddy, is set  aside.  

Consequent ly, I .A.No.285 of 2018 stands dism issed. 

 

7 . The Civil Revision Pet it ion is allowed accordingly.  There shall 

be no order as to costs.  

    Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this CRP, shall 

stand closed. 

           ______________________ 

                   Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

30 th Decem ber, 2019 
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