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(sHow CAUSE NOTTCE BEFORE ADMTSSTON)

HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY, THE THIRTY FIRST DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

:PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR JUKANTI

CRP NO: 2300 OF 2026

Between

Smt Emika @ Mallikarjuna Meghana Reddy, D/o Late Satyanarayana Reddy, Wo Sandya
Kumar Reddy

..... Petitio n eriP la intiff
AND

1. Emike @ Mallikarjuna Janardhan Reddy, S/o BheemReddy, R/o H.No.l-l8/B,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

2. Emike @ Mallijarjuna Ravi Prakash Reddy, S/o E. Janardhanreddy, R/o H.No.1-18/B,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

3. Emike @ MallikarjunaRajashekar Reddy, S/o Janardhanreddy, R/o H.No.1-18/B,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

4. Smt. Emike @ Mallikarjunaleelavathi, Wo E. Janardhanreddy, R/o H.No.1-18/B,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

Res p on d ents/D efen d ants

WHEREAS the Petitioner above named through her Advocate Sri RAVI
PRAKASH N presented this Petition under Article 227 of the Constitution of India, praying
that in the circumstances stated in the grounds filed herein, the High Court may be pleased to
set aside the order, dt. 23.02.2026 in I.A.No.32 .of 2026 in O.S.No.ll of 2026, after affording
opportunity to both parties, within a time frame to dispose I.A.No.32 of 2026 in O.S.No.1 1 of
2026 to be fixed by this Hon'ble Court;

AND WHEREAS the High Court upon perusing the petition and memorandum of
grounds filed herein and upon hearing the arguments of Sri RAVI PRAKASH .N, Advocate
for the Petitioner, directed issue of notice to the Respondents, herein to show cause as to why
this CIVL REVISION PETITION should not be admitted.

You viz:

1. Emike @ Mallikarjuna Janardhan Reddy, S/o BheemReddy, R/o H.No.i-l8/B,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

2. Emike @ Mallija{una Ravi Prakash Reddy, S/o E. Janardhanreddy, R/o H.No.1-18/8,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

3. Emike @ MallikarjturaRajashekar Reddy, S/o Janardhanreddy, R/o H.No.1-18/B,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.



4. Smt. Emike (l| Mallikarjunaleelavathi, W/o E. Janardharreddy. R/o Ft.No.1-18/B,

Sampally Village. Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

are directed to sho'*,cause on or before 14.08.2026 to which date tle case stands posted as to

why in the circumstances set out in the petition and the memortmdum of grounds filed
therewith (copy enclosed)this CIVI REVISION PETITION shoul,l not be adrnitted.

The Court made the follou'ing:

ORDER:

Civil revision petition is filed with the following praler:

".... to prefer this Civil Revision Petition praying that this IIon'ble
Court may be pleased to issue directions/orders directing the L,earned
Junior Civil .Irrdge at Kosgi to hear and dispose of I.A,No.32 of 2026 in
O.S.No.11 of 21126 in vacating Interim Injunction granr ed on 27.01.2026
in IA.No.3212026 in OS No.11/2026 for the following antong other..."

Issue notice to respondents.

Learned counsel for petitioner is permitted to take out personal notice on

respondents through SPAD and file proof of service by next date of hearing.

Having pemsed the order of the Junior Civil Judge at Kosgi in I.A.No.32

of 2026 in O.S.No. l1 of 2026 dated 23.02.2026, this Court is of the opinion that

there was an inadvertent mistake in not annexing all the d rcuments to the notice

forwarded by the counsel for plaintiff. An act of the counsel cannot have an

impact on the litigant. If the acts of counsel have a bearing 'on the litiganto then it

is the litigant who would suffer.

The order of the Junior Civil Judge at Kosgi, drrted 23.0:t,.2026, is as

follows:
o'Both partie's absent. At the time of call work both ,counsel present.

The learned counsel respondent No.1 to 4 filed memo on 20.02.2026 and
today it is coming for hearing on memo. The responderrt counse{ stated
that they received only plaint and affidavit but they dic not received list
of documents as mentioned in the order. He furthel stated that the
petitioner failed to comply the order 39 rule 3(a) CI'C in ad-interim
injunction dated: 27-01-2026. For verifying the record the court passed
over the mattr:r and called at 03:00 PM. This time only respondent
counsel is present. Perused the record after perusing rlhe postal covers
of Dl to D4 it irs noticed that D4 cover was opened but Dl to D3 covers
are not opened, Now the court inclined to open the coyers of Dll to D3
in the open court. Ar:cordingly the court opened the covers of D t to D3
in the open court and it is clearly found that in all thrr,r: covers there is
only plaint and affidavit as stated by the respondent c runsel anrl there



is no other documents. After seeing, it is clear that the petitioner did not
send the list of documents to the respondents which ought to have send
as per the ad-interim injunction granted on 27-01-2026. Therefore the
order passed in the present IA is not comptied. The Hon'ble supreme
court and various states High courts in catena or judgments held that if
order 39 rule 3(a) is not complied the order shall automatically stands
cancelled. The learned counsel petitioner filed affidavit along with 151
CPC petition to extend the interim order but order 39 rule 3(a) is not
complied as such the petition is returned. Hence the interim order
passed by this court dhted: 27-01-2026 stands vacated for non
compliance. Call with main suits."

Learned counsel for revision petitioner has fairly submitted that the law

requires the entire set of documents have to be annexed along with notice to be

sent to other side. There was a laxity on the part of counsel and the same cannot

affect the litigant, for a fault/mistake on the part of the counsel.

In view of the same, there shall be an interim injunction in I.A.No.32 of

2026 in O. S.No. 1 I of 2026 for a period of "TWO WEEKS ONLY".

Post the matter on 14.08.2026.

SD/-MOHD.ISNIAII.,
DEPUTY RE,GISTR]\R

//TRUE COPY//

SECTI N OFFICER

To,

1. The Junior Civil Judge, Kosgi.

2. Emike @ Mallikarjuna Janardhan Reddy, S/o BheemReddy, R/o H.No.1-18/8,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

3. Emike @ Mallijarjuna Ravi Prakash Reddy, S/o E. Janardhanreddy, R/o H.No.1-18/B,

Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

4. Emike @ MallikarjunaRajashekar Reddy, S/o Janardhanreddy, fuo H.No.1-18/8,
Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

5. Smt. Emike @ Mallikarjunaleelavathi, W/o E. Janardhanreddy, R/o H.No.1-18/B,

Sampally Village, Kosgi Mandal, Narayanapet District, TS.

[Addresses 2 to 5 by SPAD-along with a copy of petition and memorandum of
groundsl

6. One CC to Sri RAVI PRAKASH .N, Advocate [OPUC]

1. One spare copy



HIGH COURT

JAK,.I

DATED: 3l-01-2026

POST ON 14-0n-2026

NOTICE BEFOII E AI)MISSION

CRP.No.2300 ol' 2':026
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