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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY, THE TWELFTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
. THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NARSING RAO NANDIKONDA

CIVIL REVISION PETITION NO: 3874 OF 2018

Petition under Article 227 of the Constitution of India aggrieved by the Orders
dated 05/06/2018 Passed in .A.N0.487 of 2014 in O.S. No 40 of 2012 on the file of
the XXVII Additional Chief Judge, City Civil Court, Secunderabad.

Between:

1. Union of India, Rep. by the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner,
Barkatpura, Hyderabad 500027.

2. The Commissioner, OJo, Employees Provident Fund Organisation,
Barkatpura, Hyderabad 500027.

3. The Assistant P.F. Commissioner, Olo, Employees Provident Fund
Organisation, Barkatpura, Hyderabad 500027.

...Petitioners/Defendants
AND

Kumars Metallurgical Corporation Ltd, R/0.708, Swapnalok Complex, S.D.
Road, Secunderabad.

...Respondent/Plaintiff

IA NO: 1 OF 2018

Petition under Section 151 of CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to Suspend the operation of the Orders dated 05.06.2018 made in |.A.
No0.487 of 2014 in 0.S.No.40 of 2012 on the file of the Hon'ble XXVII Addl. Chief
Judge, Secunderabad, pending disposal of the Revision Petition in the interest of
justice and equity. '

IA NO: 2 OF 2018

Petition under Section 151 of CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to extend the interim orders granted on 5.10.2018 in CRP.No. 3874 of
2018 until further orders.

Counsel for the Petitioners: SRI S N VEERENDER SINGH (SC FOR EPFO)
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Counsel for the Respondent: _ _ _ _

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE NARSING RAO NANDIKONDA

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No.3874 of 2018

ORDER:

Today when the matter has come up before this Court for
flearing, learned counsel for the revision petitioners submits
that the cause in this Civil Revision Petition does not survive for

- further adjudication and the Civil Revision Petition has become

infructuous.

2. Recording the said submission, this Civil Revision Petition

is dismissed as infructuous. There shall be no order as to costs.

Miscellaneous petitions, if any are pending, shall stand

dismissed.

SD/- A.PRATHIMA I
DEPUTY REGISTRAR
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SECTION OFFICER

To, . . . . | :
1. The XXVII Additional Chief Judge, City Civil Court, Secunderabad

2. One CC to Sri S N Veerender Singh (Sc For EPFO), Advocate [OPUC]
3. Two CD Copies

ABK/PSL
MMT
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 12/09/2025

ORDER

CRP.N0.3874 of 2018

DISMISSING THE CRP AS INFRUCTUOUS
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