
ITEM NO.6               COURT NO.15               SECTION XII-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) Diary No(s). 15171/2026

[Arising out of impugned judgment and order dated 17-10-2025 in IA
No. 1/2024 in A.S.No.1307/2001 passed by the High Court for The
State of Telangana at Hyderabad]

S. BHARAT REDDY                                    Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

K. RAM REDDY & ORS.                                Respondent(s)

(IA No. 104900/2026 - CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING
IA No. 104901/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
IA No. 104902/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
IA No. 104899/2026 - PERMISSION TO FILE PETITION (SLP/TP/WP/..))
 
Date : 10-04-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH BINDAL
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIJAY BISHNOI

For Petitioner(s) : 
                   Mr. Nikhil Goel, Sr. Adv.
                   Ms. Riddhi Jain, Adv.
                   Mr. Harpreet Singh Gupta, AOR                   
For Respondent(s) : 
No.1               Mr. Rajive Bhalla, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Kanu Agrawal, AOR
                   Ms. Soumya Sannidhanam, Adv.
                   Mr. Amitoj Bir Singh, Adv.

For Respondent No.3
              Mr. Krishna Dev Jagarlamudi, AOR

                   Mr. Arpit Kumar Mishra, Adv.
                   Mr. Vishnu Kanth Mundada, Adv.
                   Mr. Shadab Azhar, Adv.   
                                    
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. Applications  for  exemption  from  filing  certified

copy of the impugned judgment and exemption from filing

official translation are allowed.
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2. Permission  to  file  Special  Leave  Petition  is

granted.

3. Delay condoned.

4. Inter  alia,  the  argument  raised  by  the  learned

senior counsel for the petitioner is that part of Survey

No.64, which was purchased by him vide sale deed dated 4th

January, 2001, has been added in the list of properties

to  be  partitioned  by  the  family  members  basing  their

claim on an agreement to sale executed in favour of some

of the family members dated 12th September, 1980.  It was

further argued that after the sale deed was executed, the

possession  of  the  property  was  handed  over  to  the

petitioner and he is still in possession.

5. Issue notice.

6. Mr. Kanu Agarwal and Mr. Krishna Dev Jagarlamudi,

learned  counsel  accept  notice  on  behalf  of  respondent

Nos. 1 and 3, respectively.

7. Let notices be issued to the other respondents for

24th July, 2026.

8. In the meantime, status quo regarding possession of

the property in dispute as referred to above, shall be

maintained by the parties and any further proceedings in

the partition suit shall be subject to the final disposal

of the present petition.

(ANITA MALHOTRA)                          (MANOJ KUMAR)
   AR-CUM-PS                              COURT MASTER
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