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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYOERABAD

TUESDAY, THE FOURTEENTH DAY OF JULY
'--irnto 

trousAND AND TWENTY slx

THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE MOUSHUMI BHATTACHARYA
AND

THE HoNouRABLE sRl.lusirce GADI PRAvEEN KUMAR

PRESENT

ON PET ITION NREVISI o:1796 2026ofcrvlL

Petition under Article 227 ol lhe Constitution of lndia aggrieved by the Order

dated 05/01/2026 passed 
'i 

io *l i)o 
"r 

zoiii" n o'i r'ro zJ ot 2025 on the file of

the lll Additional District '"J 
'S;;;;:'og" i"ns" Reddv District at LB Nagar

Between:

AND

1. Dr. S. Ananth Kumar' S/o Late Mr' Prem Das Aoed about 63 Years'

Occ. Doctor, R/o Ptot io ii'- no"a No 71 Jubil6e Hills' Hyderabad'

Telangana-500033 nep 
'tV ' 'f't't ' GPA Hotder Or' S Abhilash' S/o

Mr. S. Ananth r"ur., Xg"iLoou"t g+ years' occ Doctor' R/o Plot No 14'

ii;r; N;.i1, iruiree nirrs]nvderabad' Telansana-500033

2. Dr. S. Abhilash, Sio' Mr' S Ananth Kumar' Aoed about 34 Years'

occ. Doctor, R/o Ptot No i; R;"; No 71' Jubllee Hills' Hvderabad'

Telangana-500033'

...Petitioners/Petitioners/Respondents

1. Mr. Lanki Reddy Srinivas' S/o Mr' Lanki Reddy Subba Reddv' Aged about 39

Years, occ. Business' tiiJ'ieicjln' rt'La ioronv' Road No l2 Banjara Hills'

HYderabad' Telangana'

2. Mrs. Lanki Reddy Raja Lakshmi' Wo Mr 
-Lanki 

Reddv Subba Reddy' Aged

about 55 Years, occ H""litl we' nlo' *lzon" MLA Colony' Road No'12'

a"n;"r, Hills, HYderabad' Telangana'

" 'Respondents No'1 & 2/Respondents Nos'1 & 2/Claimants

3. Mr. C. Hare Krishna Bhupathi' S/o Mr' C Sudarsana Rao' Hon'ble Retd

District Judge anO Sor" ntfrtiator' R/o Nagole' Hyderabad'

"'Respondent No'3/Sole Arbitrator
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Petition under Section 151 of CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in supporr li in" f "t,ion 
rne Hign colrt may be preased to stay the

order dated o5lo1t2o26 i" in' r'rtl izo ol 2025'in A o P No 23 0f 2025 passed bv

the lll Additional District ,ni S""iont Judge' Ranga Reddy at L B Nagar pending

l.A. No:1 ol 2026

the above Petition

I.A. No:2 of 2026

fhe Court made the following: ORDER

Petition under Section 151 of CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support ot'it-'""p"t'iion'i1ei HrO199.urt may be pleased^to staylhe

oDeration execution unO 
-"nioiJurent 

of the-Arbitral award daled 2110712025

pending the above Revision Petition '

Gounsel for the Petitioners: SRI A P SURESH RAM

Counsel for the Respondent Nos'1 & 2: SRI AVINASH DESAI' Sr' COUNSEL'
REPRESENTING
SRI ASHOK KUMAR AGARWAL

{

{

I.!
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HIGH COURT FORTHESTATE OF T'ELANGANA

AT HYDERA B-AB

THE HON'BLE JUSTICE MOUSHUMI BHATTACHARYA
AND

THE HON'BLE JUSTICE GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR

CWIL REVISIO N P}:TTTION N4.1796 oF 2026

DATE: r4.o7.2026

Between:

Dr.S.Ananth Kumar ald anotll'ri '

And

Mr.Lanki Reddy Srinivas and i'r" l oth"'rs;

i'alil.lln()is

R.spcii.lenls

Mr.A.P.Suresh Ram, learnerl coLtnsei a'Tpearii r"' jol '-"t'i rteilt'r'rF'si

Mr.Avinash Desai, Iearn'-d Senior -c' 'lnsei rri'r'ji:-iting lli:: '" '
,qg^.*"i, i.-".a cot-'rrsel appearing ior tlrt: respcnclenl Nos ' -rrrd ll'

ORDER: (Per Hon'ble Jusi.ce Mot.':ll-itni ilr :i '"':-':i I a)

I. The preserrt Civii Rt:vr';i'r': Ir'-:iii rir l-t:':; b;-t';-' i' 
' "f''ilrJi

an order dated i-)5 01'2L)26 pars:'-C ir' Lht.: ir)i1riicr1 lll ''rit'iii':riral

District and Sessiols Judge, Flilr g:' ii'"::j-" Distrji'- !:: l' :l iiilgai

(Trial Court') ciismissing l'A Ni-: ll'll) :-'i '/')"i in /' ') P'\o 'l'' 'rr

2025 filed,by the pe[iL;oners lleleiil ili' 'lil'.' rri thr- rir'i;llii daltr-]

21.O7 .2025.
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l,.r t I,

C,r:rc't :r ii t .x'i

,1.,r lf, i 1,, r ,- 1l I : ,

Ea Iiti\,r rfi; .., lrr.r;trr1 Il,.i,;

'' hr' ,r. I i-

'- rle: ',)r --;\:'.'. :-

i-, r e ,. i '.'l ,,.: 'r

have fi1ed

s( ,r1rcr-r 3ri ol- The Arbitration and

' . ::.irss, <i lry the resporLdent No.3. The

)r r iils() llied I.A.No.72O of 2025 for stay

, ri: ArJ-rlication (A.O.P.No.23 of 2025)

i,r-r i 2 read wr rh sec tion 15 1 of the

r , r)! {( Da).

it,n: rs/ Arvi r rd - Debtors

,i-'--. i'rh(- 19q6 ActJ for setting aside the

i ,u-t ,'.S

Cr l l ,lir t_; :i , :: (;l

'-' i:)a,

i-s

.i.( i

.:-L r i

t. i

': lt :

casil is lor speciric performance

t e,-1 on 02. O4.2O I 9 between the

.he lcsponcleilt Nos.1 and 2

a house property in favour of

. lt

li. :. -

t, !t scl l'

r:,\(-C1 :

: i l:1(:

tla)r oi

1.

rp rn |r-reiving the balance amount of

.:'ii tlr:r- rhe rL.spondent Nos.1 and 2

j,. .'j.,.,1 - .rlnsiderettion for purchase

l.r, t ,ir'.n(-e ol- Rs.40,03,00O/ by way

sr.'n i u rIri. petitioners, were

,iii\ .r.. ilo:iit€rcl ir-r thc Court.

\'1ir ti) comrnent on the merits of

ri12,; ql11_' rr.soondent Nos. 1 and 2

ir ir' .1019, disputes that arose in

..- :'.1'' r' r

i-ra) ti i aL i
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6. We have heard [e arneti

respect of Agreement of Sale ieci to arbitraticn anci the Alt'ard

was passed on 21.07 -20'25 ' Thc honse propert1r has not been

registered till date.

petitioners and

respondent Nos.1

counsel aPPearing for the

Cci.riis:l aPPc:rring fLrr t he

respondent No.3 is the learneci sr:le A: l-:ir :;it'cr

7. The learned Trial Court <irsniissei I A No 720 ol 2025 on

several grounds. The first rejirtes t-(i ihe lornl c-1' lf i)rl:cation

whereby the Trial Court helrl that Lhc Application iol s '':+ ci the

Award or injunclion against Lhe Arl'ard i-rclders to llLr '-{r L tln..,n

petition under Order X)CXIX Rule I anC 2 CPi" 13 ll,ri-

maintainable. However, the 'l'rial Coi-lr-r pt-oceci::i t'-' '-nt'rlzriil

the said Application unrier seciion 15 t CFC

8. The Trial Court proceeded ro mrrlrriail-l tha'i' t'lll'--'ir.ing both

the petitioners and responden ls/ clairr' ant s sttLrrnission that the

grounds raised in their petitil'r-r alld ct:''itllet rnar'' be reacl into

the I.A., only the main ground in ihc :rppiicatio'-1 shali be duiy

considered, for answeritrg olher gr'Jl"ltr(is riould re sult in a

completedisposalofthemainC'P''ii:i-'li-i;lCo-'r'La:i'r'rCingli

dealt with the main ground and contenl'1'res there oi $'tti1 regard

to inadmissibility of the sal': '1qt"':'1"rr- 
ilsr' rr' ;lrt-rollrr

learned Sertrc',r

and 2lClairrtants anC Ai'n'-ard-ho1dt'rs The
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S . -i:T: )'i ,

a:S, ) i1l ri..

Ci r\ fll"'i

j l:.-: l1.i I l ,

j --i

'' j--iLl( r

11, ; r;1'. ;.

il

l.:).:lrl L

a.r(ll ll l-r.'r

i,) i

,']]1'. a I i'

i i, it i:r

t -. !.1 ,

!.1 ir' g

.r. -l( 
)

; ,lti_' '

ir.r llil- l

i .rti,.rn r,i the same. The Trial Court

(',riirlriltes in rr publir: policy objection

pelir joflers' submissiol-r that the non-

i r,'r:'d. .1 tc) refer to se( tion 49 of the

iir r i ..rO[i Ai]tJ \,,'ith regard to an

, iii ci i;-r,f immovable property which is

rt r, i(. r l ,r.j .;aid Act lrnrl 'lhe Transfer of

urr.( Fli

',i r, l::nce on the Proviso to section

rr .,ii-,, : ,1ia an exception with regard

:r .llt. aiiecting immovable property aIId

' i: i th. Transfer of Property Act, 1882

':t'-1,.i, s rr reccir.able as evidence of a

' '.lil' I r , lorrizrnce ':rnder Chapter-li of

i . .r iLS cvi(.lence of any collateral

, , ln r:i!.:r't:d by registered instrument.

, rrl ir ,... zrs helcl tltat an unregistered

I il, r,.lo.l in a suit for specific

::. s;-..nr. s,ould be relevant for an

.,, ,. ;i ,.rc rn;ssibr ii [.. Thr) Trial Court

, ,r, i.r,,r1 -r(ith regard to adrnissibilitv of;:.r::i)

i:J

!l :)1 ti -

I
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the Agreement of Sale was not ratsed at all beforc the learned

Arbitrator and was only done so Defore ir

11 With regard to dcficit stanrp cirth" li-ie Trlai C'rr;t't came to

the conclusion that on Perr:sai ol Ex.h- i / docume nt h1ec1 try the

in r'r,hi,.:h Lhe stamp dutY rvas
petitioners and the manner

prepared therein, no prima fo'cie def''ci" c'f starrrp dr-lr:v rs rnade

out. The Trial Court accordingli lieill :llat slar

the Award cannot be granted'

i na 1l .-lpLlg:i r-'-i

11 j' ,:'li:r:uLiorl rri

r;-,ic:, sat'e12. We do not find anl' eri'o1' 1t'

account that the only stzltutolj roule

except that the learned 'lriai Court

13.

raised bY the Petitloners

should har,-e lai':en into

a.';aiLab1e i r; :in {''r'e'Lrd'-

debtor for stay of the Award is lrncler s"t;{)rl l-3t'(21 aili i l3l of tht

1996 Act, whereby an Awarcl-de btt-': rvould h avc to irle a

separate application for stay ol lhe A-'r'a rd al:ii' tltc L-'oltrt rr'ar5'

impose whatever conditions i1 ma1- rltrt'r.i: iil lorlr' rr L u[ s['t]

The obligation cast on the Court utrder seciion 3{r{''; ''" r-irr 1r9e

Act in terms of an Award invoivilrg p'r1'ilr(tnt cf il:r':'e-i ts n'li-

relevant in the case

The contention of the luar n(rd 'orlllstri 
appeani.lg for the

petitioners that the TriaI CoL-r;'i Lilcr] ti' considi i polnis

for s|ai.of Lni 3. ri.,,i(1, is r:.t I'etiable in

view of the reasons stated above
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s ,)\1 :l

l. t,(l

i -: .I r

' \'i('\\' tlral the preserlt Civil Revision

r')ii. .itrct' llie petiti.rners have not

:tiir-,!r rntscarriage oI justice or patent

:l L, rcl '-,- frrr riris Cout't to invoke its

ir,ir:r ii 22:.' of the Clonstitution of

S r.)i l'riril any merit in the Civil Revision

,l.l-;),. along wrth all connected

'irr: ii :1OJ\:c rrtasons. 'ihe Trral COUrt

r-urr-rlluenced by anv of the

SD/- P.C.SULEKHA DEVI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//

SECTION OFFICER

-.j..)),.i

{

Nagar
2 o;; Cc to Sti A P Suresh Ram, Advocate [OPUC]-
3. O;; cc to sti Ashok Kumar Agarwal, Advocate [OPUC]

4 Two CD CoPies

,\BK/KA

@a
\-

;;'.;1.:'.

i)' -l

'Io,
1. The lll Additional District and Sessions Judge' Ranga Reddy District at LB

G
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IHIGH COURT

DATED: '1410712026

ORDER

CRP.No.1796 of 2026

DISMISSING THE CRP
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