
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 10.03.2020

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE M.SATHYANARAYANAN
AND

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ABDUL QUDDHOSE

O.S.A.Nos.72 & 73 of 2017
&

CMP.Nos.5358 & 5357 of 2017

V.Thangavelu
    ...  Petitioner in both O.S.As/Appellant

Versus

1.T.Muruganantham

2.S.Madhan

3.M/s.Super Good Flims Pvt. Ltd.,
   Old No.32, New No.43, North Boag Road,
   T.Nagar, Chennai – 600 017, 
   represented by its Managing Director,
   Mr.R.B.Choudary.

4.M/s.Sivabalan Pictures,
  No.5,Kannammal Street,
   Saligramam, Chennai – 600 093,
   represented by its Partner Dr.Sivabalan.

5.M/s.Gemini Colour Lab,
   No.28, Bangar Colony, Near RTO Office,
   K.K.Nagar, Chennai – 600 078,   Rep. by its Manager.

6.M/s.Cube Cinema Technology Pvt. Ltd.,
   A subsidiary of M/s.Real Image Media Technology Pvt. Ltd.,
   Rep. by its Manager, No.42, Dr. Ranga Road,
   Marvadi Thottam, Narasimhapuram,
   Mylapore, Chennai – 600 004.

7.M/s.UFO Digital Cinema,
   Rep. by its Manager,
   J.B.Towers,
   No.178/3 & 4, Kumaran Colony Road,
   Vadapalani, Chennai – 600 026.
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8.M/s.PXD Digital Cinima,
   Prashant Group,
   Rep. by its Manager,
   No.28, Arunachalam Road,
   Saligramam, Chennai 

... Respondents in both O.S.As

Common Prayer:- Original Side Appeal filed under Order XXXVI
Rule 1/11 of Original Side Rules against the common Fair order
and  decreetal  order  of  the  learned  Judge,  Mr.Justice
P.Kalaiyarasan in O.A.No.151 of 2007 and application No.989 of
2017 in C.S.No.106 of 2017 and dated 09.03.2017 in dismissing
the application for an injunction and a pro-order respectively.

For Petitioner in
both O.S.As : Mr.K.S.V.Prasad

For Respondent 8 
in both O.S.As     : Mr.S.Raghunathan

COMMON JUDGMENT

[Order of the Court was made by M.SATHYANARAYANAN, J.]

The plaintiff is the Appellant in these Appeals. The present
Appeals  are  preferred  against  the  rejection  of  prayers  for
interim orders. 

2. The learned counsel appearing for the Appellant/plaintiff
on instructions would submit that compromise was entered into
between the parties in the main suit itself. In pursuant to the
compromise,  decree  also  came  to  be  passed  on  12.09.2017  and
hence, nothing survives for further adjudication in this matter.

3.  The  Court  heard  the  submissions  of  Mr.S.Raghunathan,
learned counsel for the eighth respondent. Though the names of
all the served respondents are printed in the cause list, there
is no representation on their side.

4. In the result, these Original Side Appeals are dismissed
as infructuous. No costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous
petitions are closed.                               
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar
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To

The Sub Assistant Registrar,
Original Side, High Court,
Madras-104.

+1cc to K.S.V.Prasad, Advocate Sr.21048
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