
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

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

PRESENT

. THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NARSING RAO NANDIKONDA

[ 3443 I

Petiti o n e rs/Defen da nts

Petition under Article 227 of the Constitution of lndia aggrieved by the Ordersdated 0510612018 Passed in 1.A.No.487 of 2014 in O.S. No.40 of 2012on the fite ofthe XXVII Additional chief Judge, city civil court, secunderabad.

Between:

AND

1- Union of lndia, Bep, -!y^![e Regional provident Fund commissioner,Barkatpura, Hyderabaa SObOZz! e -.'-'-

2- The commissioner, . 9Jg,- _ Emproyees provident Fund organisation,Barkatpura, Hyderaba d S0OO2Z .

3. The Assistant p.F. commissiongr. 
_ -Q/o, Employees provident FundOrganisation, Barkatpura, Hyderabad i;OOOiCi . -"'I

rs Metallurgical corporation Ltd, R/o.70g, swapnalok complex, s.D.
Secunderabad.

...RespondenUplaintiff

lA NO: 1 OF 2018

Petition under Section 151 of CPC praying that ii the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of _the pLtiti-on, the High Court may be
Rleale_d to_suspen! the operation of the Ordeis dated 05.06.201g made in l.A.
No.487 of 2014 in O.S.No.40 of 2012 on the file of the Hon'bte XXVII Addt. Chief
Judge, Secunderabad, pending disposal of the Revision petitibn in tn" interest ofjustice and equity

lA NO: 2 OF 2018

Petition under Section 151 of CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the pltiilon, the High Court may bepleased to extend the interim orders granted on 5. 10.2o1g in cRp.No. 3g74 of
2018 until further orders.

Gounsel for the Petitioners: sRt s N VEERENDER stNGH (sc FoR EpFo)

Kuma
Road,
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Counsel for the Respondent: _ _ _

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THT HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NARSING RAO NANDIKONDA

CIVIL REVISION PETITIOIT NO.3874 Of 2OT8

ORDER:

Today when the matter has come up before this court for

hearing, 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, sharl stand

dismissed.

SD/- A.PRATHIMA
DEPUTY REGISTRAR

,/TRUE COPY//
SECTION OFFICER

1. The XXVII Additiona! Chief Judge, City Civil Court, Secunderabad
2. One CC-tri Sri S N Veerender Singh (Sc For EPFO), Advocate IOPUC]
3. Two CD Copies
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To,

ABK/PSL
MMT

I I
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 1210912025

ORDER

CRP.No.3874 ot 2018

DISMISSING THE CRP AS INFRUCTUOUS
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