HIGIH COURT FOR TITE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
FRIDAY ,THE TWENTY WNINTIT DAY OF ULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWERNTY TW0O
FRESENT

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE UMAL BHUYAN
AN
THE HONOURABLE MES JUSTICE SUREPALLI NANDA
WRIT ATPEAL NO: 480 OF 2022

Between:
I. Maddefa Kishtaigh, S/o.Rejaiah, Aged. 64 yoars, Ocoo Agriculure, T, Mirdoddi
Village and Mapdal, Suldipet Distrct
2. Muoddeln Marsimlu, S/, Eishtueh, Aped. 44 years, Oce. Apmculture, Blo. Micdoddi
Village and Mandal, Siddipet [istrict
wAPTELLANT(S)
AND

I. DBekkantl Devaiab, S0, Baluieh, Aped about 46 yrs, Oce Apmculture, Eho. Mirdodd
Willage and Mandal, Siddipet Distree

| 5
H

Hekkanti Muoralt, 5/n. Balaiah, Aged ahout 44 v, Qe Agricnlne, R Mirdoddi
Village and Mandal, Siddipet Districs

1, The State of Telangana, repeesented by ifs Principal Sccretary, Hame:
Dreparfiment, Secratariat, Hvdecabal

4, The Station Hovse OfTeer, Micdodd) Tolice S, Mirdaddi, Siddipet Distrt,

R}

Diara Mallaiak, S50, Mot ksown, Aped abour 34 yes, Ooe Aencalture, Bo Mivdodd
Willase and Mumdal, Swldipet Distrc

6. Yelpula Kumar, S/, Marevans, Aged aboul 15 ves, Oee Apneuliure, Bioo bindodds
Village and Mandal, Siddipet [istrict

RESPONDENTS

Writ Appeal under clanse 15 of the Letters Patent Appeal Preterred Against the Crder
Dated 270652022 Passed in W P Mo 27004 of 2022 on the Ole of the Hheh Court.

A MO 2 0F 222

=

Petiticn under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated 1 the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased 1o Sospend the
orders passed in WE.Noe. 27014 of 2022 dt.27.06.2022, pending disposal of the above
Wil Appeal, and pass
Counsel for the Appellanis: SRI. KOTAGIRI SREEDHARK
Counsel for the Respondents 1 AND 2 MR, P. ASHOK GOLUD
Counsel {or the Respondents 3 AND 4: ME. T, SRIKANTLH REDDY, GF FOR HOME

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE I ON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE UJJAL BEIJYAN
AND
THI HON'BLE MRS JUSTICE SUREPALLI NANDA

Writ Appeal No.480 of 2022
JUDGMEMNT  roee vhe Han e tree S e Ln iiagan)
Hearc: Mr. K.Srecdhar, ileamed counscl for the

appellanrs; Mr. PAshok Goud, learned counsel for

respondens Nol and 2 and Mr., T.Srikanth  Reddy,

IS

learned  Government Pleader [or Home sppearme for
responden s No .3 and 4.
2. This intra court appeal has heen preferved assailing

the legality and wvalidity of the order dated 27.06.2022
passed w  lhe leamed 3mnglc Judepe disposing

W.R No 27014 of 2022 [iled by respondents No | and 2,

3 Ordr r daled 27.060.2022 recads as undor;

“Heard the learned cognzel lar the [:-:".Iil rn gt 1hn
eirme o Crosvermiment Pleader for Hoeme for respondenty © and
2. Wi h their consent, the wric petitio: self 2 dizpoged of at

thic & lmission stage

Socking to dechace the maclicre of reasueccdent Naoo2 e
et proesding police protection in LA, Ne 29 a0 2020 50 1A
Fe2 B oof 200890 OUE No Q0 of 2008 an rluy i nf oo



vl Judge-cum-dudicinl Magistrate of First Class, Thalibak,
fie i meniing the rpuncrtian arcder Sated 05122919
passed in LA No 2160 of 2018 in 0.5, Ne A0 of 2018, as illogal

sl aroirary, the presant Wiedt Petation g fied

|‘.:1l.-ir'.-|'5'" rF"_.E,.al_n:{ 1o fact thatl the Cieal Court Faas uirq'.."sr]].-
gramted injunction orders n vour of the petitloners herein
gy DR T220019 in LA No.216 of 2018 in 0.5, No90 of 2018,
the petitioners are directed: o make an  appoopoiaie
represcntation bofers regpondent Noo 2 accking police
pratcetion for implementation of the Civil Court order dated
1A 2004, as expechiicisly as possible, prefaratily, soathin g
period of two weeks from the date of recsipt of & copy of this
orfer. On osuch represemiation bemg Tled, The sesponiant
Mo 2 shall provide necessary police aid ke dmplemeniesion of
the order dated 05122009 peased i LA, o 210 of 2018 in
OE, Na2d of 2018 by the Junior Civil Judge-cum-Jadizial
Mapesteate of First Clags, Dubbak, within o perciad of o

wepks Lhereot

Accordingly, the Wit Petition ia disposed of.”

& From the above, we find that there 1z an injuncuon
order in favour of respondents No.l and 2. Respondent
MNos 1 and 2 approached the writ Court secking a dircclion
Lo the police authorities to provide police cover to them to
enjoy the benefit of the injunction order. Accordingly,
learned Single Judge directed respondents Ne.l and 2 to

make appropriate representation before reaspondent No.d,




who was dirccted to provide nccessary police ad for

implemental on of the injunction order,

b Learne | counsel for the appellants submits that
appellants wzre arraved as respondents No.3 end 4 in the
wril procecd ngs, bul withoul issung notce L2 lhem, the
wrnl petition was disposed of  He further submils thal it
was not corlect for respondents Nool and 2 ta state in the
weit athidavi  that order of igjunction had beoome hnal as
ne appeal was filed, According to lcarned counsel for the
apprllants, i appeal has been hiled, bemg CFR No 453 of

2024,

B, On a ¢ uery by the Court as 1o whether the injunction
order has een interfered with by the appellate Court;

learned cowsel lor the appellanls submits in the negative.

T On du e consideration, we are of the view that even if
notices wer: issued to the appellants, the same would net
have made any material difference to the ultimate decision
af the learyed Single Judge, As on today, there is an

imjunction wder in [avour of respondents No,l and 2, who



are entitled to enjov the [murs of the injunction order, We
da not find any error or infirmity 10 the ordet af the learmned

single Judge o warrant interference.
‘ 8, Conscguently, wnt appeal 15 dismissed,

' Miscellaneous applications pending, i any., shall

stand closed. However, there shall he no order as fo costs.

Sl NAGA LA Ilf.-"'rll
/ NEFUTY REGIATRAR
STRUE CCOPYS ;
SLECT O FEILCLER
To,
[ Ope OC e SRI, KOTAGIR] SEEEDHAR Advooate [(JPLIC]
Ope OO o SRI P ASITOR GOUD Advocare [OPLUC)

o Two OC's To GP FOR HIOME, Hich Couwrt, ar Hyderabad,

[
H

4. Two CD Copres



HIGITCOUEF T

UBJ &
SNJ

DATED:29/( 72022

ORDER

WA No.480 »f 2022

WA IS DISTTISSED WITHOUT COSTS

an TR



