
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .2 3 8 4  OF 2 0 1 9  

 

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 ioners aggrieved 

by the order, dated 25.07.2019, passed in Transfer O.P.No.5 of 

2019 by the Principal Sessions Judge, Nalgonda, wherein the 

Court  below dism issed the subject  Transfer O.P. filed by the 

revision pet it ioners seeking to withdraw O.S.No.208 of 2018 

from  the file of Junior Civil Judge, Miryalaguda, and t ransfer the 

sam e to the file of Senior Civil Judge, Miryalaguda, to t ry along 

with O.S.No.164 of 2018. 

 

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

record.  

 

3 . Learned counsel for the revision pet it ioners would subm it  

that  the subject  m at ter and part ies in both the Suits are sim ilar 

and in order to avoid conflict  of decisions, both the Suits are 

required to be decided by one and the sam e Court  by clubbing 

them .  The Court  below is not  just ified in dism issing the subject  

Transfer O.P. and ult im ately, prayed to allow the subject  

Transfer O.P. by set t ing aside the im pugned order. 

  

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

would subm it  that  the cause of act ion and the docum ents to be 

m arked in both the Suits are dist inct .  Therefore, the Court  

below is just ified in dism issing the subject  Transfer O.P. and 

ult im ately, prayed to dism iss the revision pet it ion. 



 
           
 

                                                                             

 
 
 

 

5 . I n view of the subm issions m ade by both the part ies, the 

point  that  ar ises for determ inat ion is as follows:  

 “ W h et h er  Tr an sf er  O.P.No .5  o f  2 0 1 9  on  t h e 

f i l e  o f  Pr in cip a l  Session s Ju d g e, Na lg on d a, can  

b e a l low ed , as p r ay ed  f o r .”  

 

6 . I t  is evident  from  the record that  both the Suits are filed 

seeking dist inct  reliefs in respect  of different  propert ies.  Out  of 

the two Suits, one Suit  is filed for declarat ion of t it le and 

perpetual injunct ion, whereas the other Suit  is filed for perpetual 

injunct ion.  There is no com m on evidence and the docum ents to 

be m arked in both the Suits are also different .  The Court  below 

has exam ined these aspects elaborately and r ight ly answered 

against  the revision pet it ioners.  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.    

 

 Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending in this Civil 

Revision Pet it ion shall stand closed. There shall be no order as to 

costs.    

______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

January 21, 2020. 

MD 

 


