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Between:

FRIDAY, THE FOURTH DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

:PRESENT: 54
THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANMADHA RAO\ ,_
CIVIL REVISION PETITION NO: 749 OF 2025 S

1. Elipe Aruna, W/o. Late Veer,,anapu Robby Dayanand, aged about 40
years, Junior Assistant, Zilla Parishad, Kakinada, R/0.D.N0.2-656/1,:
Behind Swasthasala Cheediga*Village, Kakinada.Rural.

2. Veernapu Vijaya Joyce, D/o’éir'E“éf‘ft‘:é‘;’=Veernapu Robby Dayanand, aged
about 12 years, R/o.D.No. 2 656/1 Behind Swasthasala Cheediga:
Village, Kakinada Rural, - e

3. Veernapu Anand, S/o. Late ‘ﬁéééh"épu Robby Dayanand, aged about 11,
years, R/0.D.No.2-656/1, B‘éh?ihd./"Swasthasala Cheediga Village,
Kakinada Rural. R |
(Petitioner No.2 and 3 are being minors represented by their natural
guardian/mother i.e., petitioner No:1 herein) ”

. Petltioners/Petltlonerleefendant No.1,3 & 4

FRND

Edupuganti Bhaskar (Plaintiff), s/o. Kdteswara Rao, aged about 54 years, °
R/o D.No. 6-55, Pedavegi Vlllage Hﬁcavegl Mandal, Eluru District

' Respondent/RespondenthIalntlff‘

WHEREAS the Petltsm@s above named through their Advocate.

SRI SHAIK MOHAMMED ISMAIL presented this Petition under Article 227 of

the Constitution of India, praying that in the circumstances stated in the

grounds filed herein, the High Cou'*""t’fﬁway be pleased to set aside the Order

‘dated 22.11.2024 in |.A.No.646 of 2924 in O.S.No. 30 of 2020 on the file of the

Principal Civil Judge (Senior DIVISIO"I} E!uru




AND WHEREAS the Hrdh:fC'ourt upon perusing the petition and |

‘memorandum of grounds filed herern and upon hearing the arguments of Sri

' ASHA!K MOHAMMED ISMAIL Advdcafe"‘for the Petitioners, directed issue of'.
;Jnotrce to the Respondents herern “to'”'show cause as to why this CIVIL._'
'REVISION PETITION should not be a mrtted

You viz:

Edupugantr Bhaskar (Plarntrff) S/o hoteswara Rao, aged about 54 years,
R/o D.No. 6-55, Pedavegi Vrllage Pedavegr Mandal, Eluru Drstnct

.are be and hereby directed to show« aﬁée either appearing in person or
@4:—2025 to which date the case stands‘

posted as to why in the mrcumstances set out in the petrtron and the.

through an advocate on or before 2

memorandum of grounds filed therew (copy enclosed) this CIVIL REVISION
PETITION should not be admitted. :

| The Court made the following: ORDER

“Notice before admrssron ,
Learned counsel for the pe‘trtloner(s) is permltted to take out
personal notice to the respondent(s}'by RPAD and file proof of service |n

the Registry.
k Post the matter on 25.04. 2025. Gt
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. Edupuganti Bhaskar S/o. Koteswara Rao, aged about 54 years, R/o
- D. No. 6-55, Pedavegi Vlllage”"' fedavegl Mandal Eluru Dlstnct {(by

RPAD aiong with a copy of peﬂﬁon’and memorandum of grounds).

2. One CCto SRL SHAIK MOHAMMED ISMAIL Advocate [OPUC]
3. One spare ¢opy L
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HIGH COURT
Dr.KMR, J

DATED:04/04/2025
Post the matter on 25.04.2025

NOTICE BEFORE ADMISSION

CRP.No.749 of 2025
- 2% BHDHGS

f%?acj\“- cert )

AN %

/g\@- %\7\‘;
ey h =
19 4R o
'{:s L(‘) a?:}:l)

Ty

Ay

"S" (}{::::‘,«"




