
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

IVIONDAY,THE EIGHTEENTH DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE M.LAXMAN

SECOND APPEAL NO: 1043 OF 2001

Between:

Dr.G.Sudershan Rao S/o. G. Bagaiah , aged 64
66/D, Telephone Exchange Lane, Sangaieddy,

years, Occ: R.tvl>F. R/o- H.No. 11-
District tvledak.

...APPELLANT
AND

R.Vishnu Vardhan Reddy S/o. Sangareddy, aged 65 years, Occ: Advocate Rt/o.
H.No. 11-66/ N, Telephone & Exchange Lane, Sangreddy District Medak.

...RESPONDENT

Counsel for the Appellant:SRl. MOHD GHULAM HUSSATN (NOT PRESENT)

Counsel for the Respondent:,SRl R. NARASIMHA REDDY

The Court delivered the following: Judgment

Appeal Under Section 100 of C.P.C. and Order 42 Rule 1 of C.P.C.

aggrieved by the Judgment and decree dated 21-06-200,1 in A.S.No. 22 ot 1g9S

on the file of the Court of the I Additional District Judge , Medak at Sangareddy

preferred against the Judgment and decree dated 8-12-1994 in O.S.No. 70 of
1990 on the file of the Court of the Subordinate Judge, Sangareddy
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HIGFj COURT

DATED:1810412022

ORDER

SA.No.1043 of 2001
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