IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THURSDAY, THE TWENTY THIRD DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE MOUSHUMI BHATTACHARYA
AND
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR

CIVIL MISCELLANEQUS APPEAL NO: 1298, 1299 & 971 OF 2018 &
C.R.P.No.1534 OF 2024

Appeal Under Section 37 of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996,
aggrieved by the order dated 11-04-2018 in ARB. O.P 12983 of 2009 on the file of
the X Additional Chief Judge, City Civil Court, Hyderabad.

Between:

M/S.SAl KRISHNA CONSTRUCTIONS, a Partnership firm , having its office
at TRT 1192, Sanath Nagar, Hyderabad and represented by its by its
Managing Partner Sri.R.Lakshmi Reddy S/o Late R.Nagi Reddy, Hindu, aged
76 years.

APPELLANT
AND

1. M/S.G V P R ENGINEERS LIMITED, a Company incorporated under the
Companies Act 1956 having its office at 101, Sivasai Sannidhi, Plot No.32,
Opposite Shirdisai Temple, Hindi Nagar, Hyderabad represented by its
Director Sri.G.Siva Shankar Reddy, S/o. Sri.GSP Veera Reddy.

2. Sri.Justice V Rajagopala Reddy, H.N0.8-2-268/1/24, Near Aurora Colony,
Road No-3, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad

RESPONDENTS

CIVIL MISCELLANEOUS APPEAL NO: 1299 OF 2018

Appeal Under Section 37 of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996,
aggrieved by the order dated 11.04.2018 in ARB. O.P 843 of 2009 on the file of
the 1X Additional Chief Judge, City Civil Court, Hyderabad.




Between:

SAlI KRISHNA CONTRUCTIONS, a Partnership firm | h: ving its office at TRT
1192, Sanath Nagar, Hyderabad and represented by its by its Managing
Partner Sri.R Lakshmi Reddy S/o Late R.Nagi Reddy, +i «du, aged 76 years.

APPELLANT
AND

1. M/s G.V.P.R Engineers Limited, a Company incorporatec under the
Companies Act 1956 having its office at 101, Sivasai Sar nidhi, Plot No.32,
Opposite Shirdisai Temple, Hindi Nagar, Hyderabad repr 'sented by its
Director Sri.G.Siva Shankar Reddy, S/o Sri.GSP Veera F 2ddy.

2. SriJustice V Rajagopala Reddy, H.No.8-2-268/1/24, Nes - Aurora Colony,
Road No-3, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad

RESPONDENTS

CIVIL MISCELLANEOUS APPEAL NO: 971 OF 2018

Appeal Under Section 37 of the Arbitration and Co ciliation Act, 1996,
aggrieved by the order and decree dated 21-04-2018 pass¢ d by, Court of IXth
Additional Chief Judge, City Civil Court, Hyderabad in Arb.Z .P.No. 843 of 2009
and Award dated 15-01-2009 passed by Second Respondent erein in Arb. Appln.
No. 119 of 2006.

Between:

M/s GVPR Engineers Ltd, Presently at 8-2-293/82/A" 39/A, Road No.37,
Jubilee Hills, Hyderabad. Teiangana State. Earlier a: 8-2-276, 1st Floor,
Pavan Estates, Road No.2, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad, r3p.by its Authorised
Signatory

APPELLANT
AND

1. Justice V. Rajagopal Reddy, Sole Arbitrator), 8-2-268/\V/2. |, H.No.605,
Vivekananda Enclave, Road No.3, Banjara Hills, Hyderab d.

2. M/s Sai Krishna Constructions, A Partnership firm, Rep.by its Managing
Partner, Sri. R.Lakshmi Reddy, R/o TRt 1192, Sanathnay: r, Hyderbad.

RESPONDENTS



1A NO: 1 OF 2018

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
stay of execution of Award dated 15-01-2009 passed by the Sole Arbitrator Sri.
Justice V. Raja Gopal Reddy in AA No. 119 of 2006 including the orders and
decretal orders dated 21-04-2018 on the file of IX Addl. Chief Judge, City Civil
Court, Hyderabad, pending disposal of the appeal.

CIVIL REVISION PETITION NO: 1534 OF 2024

Petition under Section 115 of C.PC., aggrieved by the order dated 16-2-
2024 passed in EA No. 95 of 2022 in EP No. 799 of 2021 on the file of the IX Addl.
Chief Judge, City Civil Court, at Hyderabad.

Between:

M/s.Sai Krishna Constructions, Represented by its Managing Partner Sri
R.G.Bhasker Reddy, R/0.TRT 1192, Sanathnagar, Hyderabad 500018.

PETITIONER

AND
M/s.GVPR Engineers Limited, 8-2-293/82/A, Plot No.739-A, Road No. 37,
Jubilee Hills, Hyderabad-500033, Represented by its Director Smt. S.V.Laxmi
Devi.

RESPONDENT

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct
the JDR not to alienate the petition schedule property, pending disposal of the
CRP.

Counsel for the Appellant : SRl V. HARI HARAN FOR SRI. A NARASIMHA
RAO

Counsel for the Respondents : SRIDIDA VIJAYA KUMAR

The Court delivered the following: JUDGMENT




THE HON’BLE JUSTICE MOUSHUMI BHATT. .CHARYA
AND
THE HON’BLE JUSTICE GADI PRAVEEN I UMAR

C.M.A.Nos.1298, 1299 and 971 of 2( 18
and C.R.P.No0.1534 of 2024

3ri A, Narasimha Rao. learned counscl appearing for the appellans v C.M. A Nos. 12098
and 1299 of 2018,

5o V. Hanharan, lcarncd Senor Counsel representing Sri Srik inth Hariharan,
learned counsel appearing tor the peitioner in C.R.P.No.1534 of 20 .

S D Viava Kumar, lecarned counsel appearing for the respondent No.l in
C.M.ANos. 1298 and 1299 of 2018, the respondent in C.R.P.No. 1524 ¢f 2024 and the
appellant in CM. A N0 971 of 2018,

COMMON JUDGMENT: (Pcr iion'bic Justice Moushumr B ettacharya)

L Learncd counscl appearing for the responc=nt No.l in
C.M.AN0s. 1298 and 1299 of 2018, the resosondent in
C.R.P.No.1534 of 2024 and the appellant in C.M A.No.971 of
2018 hands up « Cheque for Rs.49,86,573/- i.c., 0% balance
payment made by his client to the petitioner in C.R. *.No. 1534 of
2024 and the appcllant tn C.M. A Nos. 1298 and 1233 of 2018 in
terms of the Joint Memos ol Compromise dated 11.09.2025 and

22.09.2025.

2, Learned Scrior Counscl appearing for the etitioner in
C.R.P.No.1534 of 2024 and counsc! appearing for 11> appellants

in C.M.ANo0s.1298, 1299 and 971 of 2018 scek 1» rrmission of

N

-

s



o

this Court to withdraw the Appeals as well as the Civil Revision

Petition.

3. C.M.A.Nos. 1298, 1299 and 971 of 2018 and
- C.R.P.No.1534 of 2024, along with all connccted applications,
are accordingly dismissed as withdrawn. There shall be no

order as 1o costs.

SD/- N.CHANDRA SEKHAR

RAR

/

IITRUE COPY//

To, \

1. The IX Additional Chief Judge, City Civil Court, Hyderabad.
2. One CCto SRI. A NARASIMHA RAQ Advocate [OPUC]

3. One CC to SRI. DIDA VIJAYA KUMAR Advocate [OPUC]
4. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:23/10/2025

JUDGMENT B T

CMA.No0.1298, 1299, 971 of 20138
& CRP.1534 OF 2024

DISMISSING THE APPEALS & CRP
AS WITHDRAWN
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