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 IN THE COURT OF THE MUNSIFF, KARUNAGAPPALLY.
Present:- Smt.Sajini.B.S, LL.M, Munsiff.

     Monday, the 08th day of  June, 2020/the 18th day of
Jaishtam, 1942.

             
                               I.A No.01/2020  in  O.S.No.163/2020  

Between

Petitioner/

Plaintiff:-

Hashim, aged 40 years, S/o.Abdul 
Azeez, Thottukara Veedu, 
Kozhikkodu Kizhakku Muri, S.V 
Market P.O, Ayanivelikulangara 
village, Karunagappally taluk

          By Adv: Rajeev Rajadhani

And
Counter 
petitioners/Defen
dants:                   

1. Shihab @ Super Shihab, aged 39 
years,
S/o.Haneefa, Thottukara 
padeettathil, Kozhikkodu Kizhakku 
Muri, 

S.V Market P.O, Ayanivelikulangara 
village, Karunagappally taluk

2. Suresh Babu @ Raju, aged 50 years, S/
o.Viswanathan, Ampadiyil veedu, 

Kozhikkodu Kizhakku Muri, 

S.V Market P.O, Ayanivelikulangara 
village, Karunagappally taluk

3. Santhosh, aged 50 years, 
S/o.Gangadharan, Thyvilakath, 
Kozhikkodu Kizhakku Muri, 

S.V Market P.O, Ayanivelikulangara 
village, Karunagappally taluk

4. Shihab, aged 31 years, S/o.Muneer, 
Puthenkulangara kizhakkathil, 
Kozhikkodu Kizhakku Muri, S.V 
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Market P.O, Ayanivelikulangara 
village, Karunagappally taluk

5. Surendran, aged 57 years, S/o.Nanu, 
Kampara kizhakkathil, Kozhikkodu 
Kizhakku Muri, S.V Market P.O, 
Ayanivelikulangara village, 
Karunagappally taluk

6. Sajith, aged 40 years, 
S/o.Thangalkunju, Panayara veedu, 
Kozhikkodu Kizhakku Muri, S.V 
Market P.O, Ayanivelikulangara 
village, Karunagappally taluk

          By Adv.Soorajkumar.T.S  for 
D3

This  petition  filed  under  order  39  Rule  1  of  CPC  for
injunction.

This  petition  coming  on  for  final  hearing  before  me  on

08.06.2020  and  on  the  same  day  the  court  passed  the

following.

ORDER          

Heard I.A.01/2020,

Perused petition, affidavit and documents.  For the reasons

stated in the affidavit,  I  am satisfied that plaintiff has prima

facie case against the defendant.  Balance of convenience and

irreparable injury are infavour of plaintiff. Delay in issuance of

notice would defeat the purpose of the suit.  Hence, I.A allowed

as follows:-

Respondents  and  men  under  them  are  restrained  from

trespassing  into  plaint  schedule  property,  committing  any

mischief therein, obstructing the transportation vehicles plying

to and from plaint schedule property or dumping waste in plaint
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schedule property until further order.

Comply Order 39 Rule 3.

For return of notice 22.06.2020.

Pronounced by me in open court on this the 08th day of

June, 2020.

Sd/-
    Sajini.B.S,

             Munsiff.
Appendix:-  Nil Id/-

            Munsiff
                 //True Copy//

     
         Munsiff
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