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N THE COURT OF THE I ADDIv o0 a0
1 KOwyyr - JUNIOR cryy, JUDGE:;

Present: Smt. Jog

n
I Addiy

(8]

apalli B.T.s.p

ey
Nal Junjor Civi) Jud'qe.
Thursday, this the gg,

“day of Jyy, 2023

mlmm%
Between:

Mudunuri Ramachandra Raju,

S/0 la, .
! Badrlraju, D. R .
Kovvur Mandal, £.G.Dist., No.10-7, Dommery,

ANpy

.. Plaintiff,
! Kovvuri Satyanarayana Raju,

S/0 R, .
'Ma Raju, D.No.1-128 2, Vemulury
Kovvur Mandal, E.G.Dist., / ’

2 Kovvuri Satyavathi,%{/q Satyanarayma Raju D.No0.1-1282 _—
Kovvur Mandal, E.G.District.

# Seichamatie  Subbaidialiml, W/Q Satyanarayana Raju, D.No.1-32,
Vemuluru, Kovvur Mandal, E.G.Distr;,

... Defendants,
This suit coming on 03.07.202: ¢, final hearing before me in the

presence of K.V.V.Hari Mohan, lear oq  pgyocare for Plaintiff and the

defendants are having remained expa ‘e, and the mat

for consideration till this day, this Co

ter having stood over P4
U delivered the following:- //f 5
JUDGYENT L
I.  This is a suit for

PE'manent

injunction
defendants, their men and supporter; etc.,

restraining the
from interfering with plaintiff's
thedule property along with right of
I, and for costs of the suit.

possession and enjoyment of plaint
drawing water from the joint borewe

2. In brief, the averments of e plaint are as follows:

a)  The 1% defendant ; the husband of 2 defendant. The

defendants 2 and 3 are sisters and t-2y are the daughters of one Indukuri
Sattiraju.  Originally, the plaint :hedule Property belongs to one
Bhupatiraju Rathamma. The said Ratr2mma got two sisters namely Indukuri
Bhadramma and Addala Bapanammz Indukuri Sattiraju is the son of
Shadramma. The said Bhupatiraju Ra"3MMa is the absolute owner of the
plaint schedule property and the procerty to it's west making a total of

Ac.1.01 cents. As the saig Rathamm? 135 NO issues, she settled an extent
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FALLCY, Kovwvur,

death of Rathamma, the plaintiff's MOthar Mangamma became the absolute
awner of the plaint schedule property.
b) It is further averred thar p plaintiff is the fourth son of
Mangamma. Out of love and affecting towards the plaintiff, Mangémma
.‘;r.‘lUf;‘d the plaint schedule property in favour of the plaintiff without
consideration by executing a register settlement deed dated 18.08.2012
vide Doc.No0.3507/2012. The said gift accepted by the plaintiff. On the
date of settlement deed itself, possess,q, was delivered to plaintiff and since
then

the plaintiff has been enjoying the plaint schedule property with
absolute right, title and possession by

Mising crops. In the settlement deed,
out of Ac.1.00 ce

nts, undivided Ac.0.'0 cents is settled in favour

of the
plaintiff. The elders settle

d the matter 5, allotting the eastern side Ac.0.50
cents to the plaintiff and western side Ac.0.51 cents to Indukuri Sattiraju
and also directed

the plaintiff and Sat: "aju to enjoy the bore well equally,
The revenue authorities recognized th-

possession and enjoyment of the

of 1-B and Adangal and the government also
issued pattadar pass book and title dec«

book in favour of the plaintiff, The
plaintiff also obtained crop loan from Bank of India, Pasivedala, by

plaintiff by way issuance

mortgaging the plaint schedule property
¢)

It is further averred that tn:
enjoyed the property on the west of ¢

father of the defendants 2 and 3
e plaint scheduyle property till his
death. After his death, the 1% defendan

is Cultivating the said property on
behaif of other defendan

nts. There is a vore well on the western side land, in
which the defendants being the lega

ga heirs of Indukuri

"

Sattiraju are

2intiff also got half share ang the
iff has been enjoying water from the said bore well.

Cultivating the property in which the
piaint

Since last one
week, the defendants have been causind 0bstructions to the plaintiff from

using the borewell water in which the P'3INtfF got half share Though the

(% scanned with OKEN Scanner

0.5, Mo 1g ’ ,‘])"‘*" )
Dr.m,,“ ) o & C
; 2 and 3 by name ing,, &
of Ac.0.51 cents in favour of father of defendants 4
Sattiraju,

i LW ’_r"'t"
-+ echedule property in {.1-,,,“L ' " g
The said Rathamma settled the plaint S

_‘r‘”‘/' .
is the daughte, . % ..
of the plaintiff othe 1 Mangamma, wWho A
Of the plaintifi's mother Mudunuar angam snamma. The saiq Q
- £ . - LS N --)
another sister of Rathamma by famg Addala Bap of plaintif’s math.., e
ol & . favour &~
Rathamma settled the plaint schedul@ Property N - . d
ttie P . P . .4 settlement deed dataq &2
Mudunuri Mangamma by executing a registere ith her. After the
, arest Wi =r. AILEr the
12.11.1962 vide Doc.No.1130/62 by Creating life Interes
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*}@ Q. plaintiff raised the matter before elders for sevary, time
< i AS’ Wit . . :
T O highhanded acts of the defendants, b, o dOfGndant S e
‘:, -

- di
words of elders. The defendants Proclajmaq that d not hear the

they woy

+ def € plaintif
schedule property, for which the défeng,., have

ld forcibly occupy

the plaint schedule property and dispogsass th
f from the plaint

. - | suppo
defendants are having political Lin the vi;
: 9¢, unless ini ion is
junction is

granted, the defendants will not allow . Plaintiff from, €njoying the plaint
ing the plain

schedule property. Hence, this suit.

3. Though summons aré Serveq On defeng
03.5.2023 but they did not choose to Ppear befor

e this court, as such they
are remained exparte on 13.6.2023 and Proceedeq

further,

and exhibited Exs.Al to A9.
5. Heard the learned plaintiff's ¢y
6.  Now the point for determinatiy, before me s -

Whether the plaintiff is en;

Ethiés itled for bPermanent injunction
as praye or:

7. Point:-

(1) To establish the case of the Plaintiff, he filed his chief affidavit in
lieu of his chief examination. He deposeq jp chief on par with the averments

of the plaint and got Exs.Al t0 A9 marked on his behalf. Since the
Defendants had remained exparte, it can be said that the evidence of PW.1
was remained unchallenged and un-discredited.

(2) Now, it is relevant to look into the documents Exs.Al to A9,
which are relied upon by the Plaintiff. The plaint schedule property was
inherited from his mother Mudunur Mangamma under Ex.A1l i.e.,
Registration extract of registered settlement deed dt.18.08.2012 executed
by Mudunuri Mangamma @ Mangayamma. Ex.A2 is the Certified copy of the
eéndorsement dt.20.10.2022 given by SRO Kovvur stating that the document
no.1130/1962 is spoiled in the office. Exs.A3 to A5 are Adangal for the fasli
1432 in respect of the plaint schedule poperty dt.10.11.2022, Adangal for
the fasli 1432 in respect of the plaint sciedule property dt.18.04.2023 and
Ex.A5 (1-B) Namuna (ROR) in respect of the plaint schedule property
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9t10.11.2022 are Showing that the plaint gchedulé property Le., Ac g LVL . .,;,;
» 2 i - v |
cents was settled |n favoyr of the plaintiff. The revenue authorities aly, A o
: aintiff. ' il v
ssued (1-8B) Namuyna (ROR) in favour of the plalnt'ff in respect of the pia, o
8} "
schedule ) iff mortgaged n, 2
el prflpf.rty under EXS.AG, AB, and A9- The p'a‘nt' . %{“’

N from the pank of pasivedala on 10.11,207)

property and Obtaineg Crop lna
Al o Ag that the plaintiff has been in
V]

under Ex.A7, It jq clear from Exs
passession and enfoymeny of the plaint sepegule property and also enjoying
sSche
the joint bore well for fetching water therafrom
crefrom.

(3) In view of the above gy discussion, the evidence of PW.1

Coupled with Exs.A1 to A9 Clearly @stubjishes that the plaintiff is entitled for
permanent injunction as Prayed for, Abart from this, the defendants did nat
choose to enter into witness box to Putforth their contentions by way of
filing their written statement, ang they were set exparte due to their non-
appearance before this court. Hence, 1, plaintiff proved his claim over the
plaint schedule property.

Point is answered accordingly.

(4) In the result, the suit S decreed by granting permanent
Injunction against the defendants, rest-aming the defendants, their men and
supporters etc., from interfering vy, the plaintiff's possession and
enjoyment of the plaint schedule Proferty along with the right of drawing

water from the joint bore well. No costs,

Typed to my dictation by lhé:’5te/-'ographer, corrected and pronounced
9y me in open court, on this the 6" da, of July, 2023.

TR A —
J R 0%\33%
I Additional Junior Civil Judge,

Kovvur.
APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE
Witness e€xamined for
Plaintiff. efendants:
PW1: Mudunuri Ramachandra Raju NIL
Documents marked

For. Piaintiff:
Ex.Al Registration extract of registersd  settlement deed dt 18.08.2012
executed by Smt.Mudunuri Manzamma @ Mangayamma in favour of

plaintiff,
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'7(? '90%‘..1.01. Kovvur. 5
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5 % X 0.5. No.167/2023
>, Dt.06.07.
&, = Ex.A2 Certified copYy of the endorsem e
ent dt.20.1
< Kovvur. .10.2022 given by SRO

Ex.A3 Adangal for the fasli 1432 jn respect

property dt.10.11.2022- of the plaint schedule

the fasli 1432 i S

Ex.A4 Adangal for
022.

property dt.10.11.2

Ex.A5 Adangal for the fasli 1432 -
property dt.10.11.2022.

of the plaint schedule
of the plaint schedule

i 1432 ;
Ex.A6 Adangal for the fasli 1 in respect of |
th
property dt.1o.11.2022. e plaint schedule

S Adangal  fOF e fasli 1432 in respect of the plaint schedule
property dt.10.11.2022.

Ex.A8 Adangal  for the fasli 1432 in respect of the plaint i oauie
property dt.10.11.2022.

Ex.AS Adangal _ for the fasl 1432 in respect of the plaint schedule
property dt.10.11.2022.

For Defendants:

i T R4 =
06| ya]
I Additional Junior Civi Judge,
Kovvur.
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