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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD

MONDAY, THE TWELFTH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE SMT JUSTICE M. G. PRIYADARSINI

CIVIL REVISION PETITION NO: 2968 OF 2014

Petition under Arlicle 227 of the Constitution of lndia aggrieved by the

Order dated: 17.04.2014 in lA No.850 of 2012 in OS No.81 of 2011 on the file of

ll Additional District Judge, Warangal

Between:

Madadi Sri Ram Reddy, S/o Chenna Keshava Reddy, Occ: Govt. employee
R/o. Flat N.202, Splendor Apartment, Near Ahobilam Matham, Durgabai
Deshmukh Colony, Hyderabad

...PETITIONER/RESPONDENT

Kaluva Thirupathi Reddy, S/o. Raji Reddy, Occ: Retired employee No.2-7-
llTo,KanakaDursacotony,Hanamakonda,*r*i_nElgi.JrrlBlNr/pErroNER

l.A. NO: 1 OF 2014(CRPMP. NO: 4062OF 2014

AND

)
Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased stay

all further proceedings in OS No.81/2011 on the file of ll Additional District

Judge, Warangal, pending disposal of above C.R.P

For the Petitioner: SRI A. RAVINDER REDDY, ADVOCATE

For Respondent: SRI J. VENKATESWARA REDDY, ADVOCATE

The Court made the following: ORDER

(



THE HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE M.G. PRIYADARSINI

CML REVISION PETITION No. 2968 OF 2014

ORDER:

Learned counsel for the revision petitioner represents

that the subject-mattcr of the revision has become infructuous.

Recording the submission of learned counsel for the

revision petrtroner, the Oivil Revision Petition is accordingly

dismissed as infrucluous. No order as to costs.
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DATED: 1210612023
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ORDER

CRP.No.2968 of 2014

DISMISSING THE CRP AS INFURCTUOUS
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