IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI
MONDAY, THE NINETH DAY OF MARCH
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX
:PRESENT:
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE RAVI CHEEMALAPATI
IA No. 2 OF 2025
IN
AS NO: 609 OF 2025

Between: ,
Sri Gopisetty Srinivasa Rao, S/o Late Pedda .Sanyasi Aged about 50 years,
Occ. Business, R/o D.No.4-13, Relli Village, Kothvalada Mandal,
Vizianagaram District.
...Petitioner
(Petitioner/Appellant/Defendant in AS 609 OF 2025
on the file of High Court)
AND
Sri Gogineni Sudhakara Rao, S/o Late Appaiah, Aged about 75 years, Occ.
Business, R/o D.No.7-10-49, Annap‘hfﬁa Gardens, Near Panthulugarimeda,
Old Gajuwaka, Visakhapatnam.
'J ...Respondent
(Respondent/Respondent/Plaintiff in-do-)

Counsel for the Petitioner = :SRI N ASHWANI KUMAR
Counsel for the Respondent :SRI P SAI SURYA TEJA

Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that in the
circumstances stated in the grounds@filied in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of Judgment and Decree
dated 29.04.2025 made in O.S.No.6 of 2013 on the file of the Court of Special

Judge for trial of offences against Women- Cum- V Addl. District & Sessions



"Judge Vizianagaram, Pendmg disposal of AS No. 609 of 2025, on the file of
the High Court

T The court while dlrectmg issue of notice to the Respondents herein to
show cause as to why this application should not be complied with, made the
i._followmg order.(The receipt of this order will be deemed to be the receipt of

‘notice in the case).
— ORDER:

1. Heard Sri N.Ashwani Kumar, learned counsel for the petitioner
and Sri P.Rajasekhar, learned counsel assisted by Sri P.Sai
Surya Teja, Iearﬁed counsel for the respondent. |

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner while reiterating the grounds
of the appeal and contents of the affidavit filed in support of
application submitted that, respondent/plaintiff filed a suit vidé
0.S.No.6 of 2013 for specific performance of agreement of sale
dated 30.04.2012. The defendant contested the suit, however,
without proper appreciation of the facts and circumstances of
the case and law on hand, the court below has decreed the suit
with costs of'Rs.61,578/- granting specific performance of
agreement of sale ‘dated 30.04.2012 and directed the defendant
to execute regular registered sale deed and to deliver the
vacant possession of the plaint schedule property to the
plaintiff. He further submitted that, the Plaintiff filef
E.P.N0.196/2025 and the matter is posted to day after tomorrow
wherein and whereby the petitioner/defendant has to exeéuté’
draft sale deed. He further submitted that, if E.P. is proceeded
further, the right of the petitioner to file an appeal would be
defeated. As such prayed for a stay of judgment and decree
dated 29.04.2025 passed in O.S.No.6 of 2013.



2. On the other hand Sri P. Rajasekhar, learned counsel appeared

through V|rtual mode and submitted that, the suit is of the year
2013 and it was decreed in the year 2025, only after filing E. P

the petltlonerldefendant preferred an appeal with a delay, whlch
was however, condoned by the court below. He further
submitted that, if at ail this Court inclined to grant interim stay,
a direction may be glven to the appellant/petitioner herein not to
alienate the subject suit schedule property pending appeal. He
further requested for a direction to the petitioner to deposit the
suit costs as well. A
. Perused the orders ‘impugned in this present appeal. Thé"
submissions made by the both the learned counsel and the
grounds raised in this appeal prima facie makes out a point for
consideration to be decided in this appeal. As rightly contended
by the learned counsel for the petitioner, if E.P. is proceeded
further, the rights of- the petitioner apart from purpose of filing
the appeal would be ‘defeated and the petitioner/appellant will
be put to irreparable loss and hardship. As such this Court is

inclined to grant the following interim direction:

There shall be ‘interim stay of all further proceedingsir?;
judgment and decree dated 29.04.2025 passed in O.S.No.6 ot
2013 on the file of learned Special Judge for trail of offences'
against Women-cum-V' Addl District & sessions Judge
Vizianagaram, subject to condition that the petitioner shall‘
deposit suit costs of Rs.61,578/- within two weeks from today
The petitioner/appellant - further directed not to alienate the
subject suit schedule property pending disposal of appeal. |



Post on 23.03.2026.
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DEPUTY REGISTRAR
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1. The Special Judge'vf‘or trail of offences against Women-cum-V Addl
District & sessions Judge, Vizianagaram, Vizianagaram District |
2. Sri Gogineni Sudhakara Rao, S/o Late Appaiah, Aged about 75 years,
Occ. Business, ‘R/o  D.No.7-10-49, Annapurna Gardens, Near
Panthulugarimeda, Old Gajuwaka, Visakhapatnam. ( By RPAD) |
3. One CCto SRI. N ASHWANI KUMAR Advocate [OPUC] (
4. One CC to SRI. P SAI SURYA TEJA Advocate [OPUC] :
5. One spare copy o e |
PSR



HIGH COURT

RC,J

DATED:09/03/2026

NOTE: Post on 23.03.2026.

ORDER

IA No. 2 OF 2025
IN
AS NO: 609 OF 2025

INTERIM STAY




