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APHC010184322016

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH

:I_EII :[=] AT AMARAVATI [3460
[w]:5 (Special Original Jurisdiction) ]
FRIDAY ,THE TWELFTH DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR
PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NYAPATHY VIJAY
CIVIL REVISION PETITION NO: 5059/2016
Between:
V.sathi Reddy, E.g.dist ...PETITIONER
AND
K Mahalakshmi E G Dist Anr and Others ...RESPONDENT(S)

Counsel for the Petitioner:

1 DEEPIKA
. GADDE

Counsel for the Respondent(S):

1 KADIYAM NEELAKANTESWARA RAO

2 9628/KADIYAM NEELAKANTESWARA
. RAO

The Court made the following:

Order:

The present Civil Revision Petition is filed against the order dated

22.09.2016 in T.0.P.N0.482 of 2016 passed by Principal District Judge,
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Rajamahendravaram wherein O.S.No0.676 of 2015 on the file of Senior Civil
Judge, Ramachandrapuram and transferred to the V Additional District Judge,

Rajamahendravaram.
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2. The petitioner is the Respondent No.1 in T.O.P.N0.482 of 2016.

3. The Respondent herein filed the T.0.P.N0.482 of 2016 before Principal
District Judge, Rajamahendravaram, seeking to withdraw the O.S.No.676 of
2015 on the file of Senior Civil Judge’s Court, Ramachandrapuram to the V

Additional District Judge’s Court, Rajamahendravaram for joint trial and
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disposal by common judgment with O.S.No.70 of 2016.

4. The Principal District Judge while allowing the petition had taken note of
the fact that the parties, the schedule property and the reliefs in both the suits
are one and the same and the defence taken by the parties in both the suits is

also similar. Hence, the District Judge transferred O.S.No.676 of 2015 to
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avoid conflict of decisions and multiplicity proceedings.

5. This Court is of the opinion that the impugned order in the Civil Revision
petition passed by the District Judge does not warrant any interference as the
same would avoid possibility of conflicting orders and duplication of trial.

Further, as the impugned order is of the year 2016, this Court did not inclined
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to interfere with the order of the District Judge.

6. Accordingly, the Civil Revision Petition is dismissed.
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No order as to costs.

As a sequel thereto, miscellaneous petitions, if any pending, shall also

stand closed.
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NYAPATHY VIJAY, J
Dated 12.04.2024
AG

www.ecourtsindia.com

£
o
Q
ol
e}
=
(2]
E
=
o
(8]
)

www.ecourtsindia.com

This is a True Copy of the court records online. Authenticated @ https://eCourtsindia.com/cnr/APHC010184322016/truecopy/order-2.pdf

www.ecourtsindia.com




THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NYAPATHY VIJAY
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CIVIL REVISION PETITION NO: 5059/2016
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Dated 12.04.2024
AG
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