TUESDAY, THE THIRTY FIRST DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE S5RI! JUSTICE ¥V GOPALA KRISHNA RAD

APPEAL SUIT No.4014 of 2003

Appeal filed under Section 95 of CP.C, against the Judgment and
Decree dated 5-9-2003 passed in OS5 No.152 of 1982 on the file of the
Additional Senior Civil Judge, Guntur, Guntur District,

Between:

Canara Bank, Guntur having their office at Hindu College High Schoal
Compound, represented by its Senior Branch Manager, Guntur, Andhra
Fradesh,

- APPELLANT

AND

1. Ch. Rama Mehan Rao, Sfa. Malakondaiah, Oce: Municipal Councellor &
Business, Rio. Nehru Nagar Il Lane, Guntur,

2. M/s. Vijay Engineering Carporation. Guntur, represented by its Manager
Fartner, A Ganesan S/o. Armugam, Rfa. D No. 568-3-15, Patamata,
Vijayawada-6.

3. T.Anjaiah, S/e. Venkaiah, R/o. D Na. 33-22-1/1, Mogalrajapuram Road,
Vijayawada, within the Jurisdiction of Vijayawada D.M.C.

{R-3 dismissed for default vide C.0, dated 15.02.2011)

4. Killari Venkata Rosaiah, S/o. Late Killari Koteswara Rao, Ria. D .No.3-
29-68, Ramanujakutam, Knishna Nagar, Guntur.



5. Killari Sita Ravamma, 5/o. late killzar Koteswara Rao, Rio. D.Np.3-28-

68, Ramanujakutam, Krishna Magar, Guntur.

6. A Ganesan, Sfo. Armugam, Rio. D.No. 58-3-15. Patamata,
Vijayawada-6.

..RESPONDENTS

LA. NO: 1 OF 2003(CMP. NO: 30126 OF 2003)

Petition under Section 131 CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to stay the operation of the Judgment and decree in OS5 No.152/92
on the fite of the Additional Senior Civil Judge, Guntur dated 5-8-2003 during
the pendency of the Appeal.

Counsel for the Appellant : SR!| DEEPAK BHATTACHARJEE
Counsel for Respondent No. 1 : 3RI TP SARMA

Counsel for Respondent Nos.4 & 5: SRI P PRABHAKAR RAQ
{-ounsel for Respondent Nos.2, 3 & 6: NONE APPEARED

The Court made the following JUDGMENT :



— -

To

THE HON'BLE SR} JUSTICE V.GOPALA KRISHNA RAO

APPEAL SUIT No.4014 of 2003

JUDGMENT:
o When the malter was listed on the last bwo occasions ie., on

28.11.2024 and 30.12.2024, there was no representation on behalf
of the appellant and the same was posted o 31.12.2024, under the

caption “For Dismissal’,

2. Taday whan the matter is taken up for heanng. there is no
representation ar either side, even though the matter iz lisled under
the caption "For Dismissal'. It seems that the appellant is not

inclined to prosecute the appeal.

3. Therafore, the Appeal Suit is dismissed for non-prosecution.

There shall be ne order as to costs,

As a sequel, miscellaneous petitions, if any pending, shail

stand closad.
shf- K.TATA RAG

DEPUTY REGISTRAR

HTRUE COPY!f Iﬁf yif
SECTION OFFICER

1. The Additional Civil Judge {Senier Division}, Guntur, Guntur District.

{with records if any)



. One CC to 5 Deepak Bhattacharee. Advocate [QPUG]
. Qne CC to 8 T P Sarma, Advocate [OFUC]
. 2ne CC o 56 P Prabhakar Rao. Advocate [QPLUC]

. The Sectian Officer, ¥R Section, High Court of Andhra Pradesh at
Amaravathi. {to dispatch the trial court records)

. Three CD Copies
TK
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HIGH COURT
DATED:31/12/2024

JUDGMENT
AS.No.4014 of 2003
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DISMISSING THE APPEAL SUIT FOR NON-
PROSECUTION

ndEspaTciED "




