
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .3 8 4 0  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 revision pet it ioner/ Defendant  

No.3 aggrieved by the order, dated 08.11.2017, passed in 

I .A.No.332 of 2013 in I .A.No.144 of 2013 in O.S.No.280 of 2005 

by the I I I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  at  

L.B.Nagar, wherein the subject  I nter locutory Applicat ion filed by 

the pet it ioner/ defendant  No.3 under Sect ion 151 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, 1908 to stay all further proceedings and also to 

direct  the Advocate-Com m issioner to stop execut ion of 

Com m ission in respect  of Suit  ‘A’ Schedule property, was 

dism issed.   

 

2. Heard the learned counsel for both sides and perused the 

record.   

 

3. As per the m aterial placed on record, 

respondents/ defendant  Nos.1 and 2 died.  

 

4. Learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ defendant  No.3 would 

contend that  the Court  below is unjust ified in passing the 

im pugned order and ult im ately, prayed to set  aside the 

im pugned order and allow the subject  I nter locutory Applicat ion 

as prayed for.  
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5. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 

respondent / plaint iff supported the impugned order passed by the 

Court  below.  

 

6. The Court  below while dealing with subject  m at ter of the 

I nter locutory Applicat ion was pleased to hold that  the revision 

pet it ioner/ defendant  No.3 was granted 1/ 4 th share in the suit  

schedule property and recorded a finding that  no fraud was 

com m it ted by the Advocate Com m issioner and that  the plea of 

the revision pet it ioner/ defendant  No.3 cannot  be considered.  

Absolutely, there is no m aterial to hold that  the Advocate 

Com m issioner had com m it ted any fraud while execut ing the 

warrant  of the com m ission. No m aterial is placed on record to 

take a different  view.  There is no legal infirm ity in the im pugned 

order. There are no grounds to stay execut ion of the warrant  

issued to the Advocate Com m issioner.  The Civil Revision Pet it ion 

is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be dism issed.  

 

7. 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 revision 

pet it ion shall stand closed.  

 

______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

2 0 t h  Feb r u ar y , 2 0 2 0  
 

YVL 
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