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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).20939-20940/2013

(From the judgement and order   dated  30/04/2013  in  CRP  No.4487/2012,CRP
No.4492/2012 of The HIGH COURT OF A.P  AT HYDERABAD)

T.SURESH KUMAR & ANR.                             Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

B.PRAVEN KUMAR & ORS.                             Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to file additional documents and with   prayer
for interim relief)

Date: 08/08/2013  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s)        Mr. L.N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
                         Mr. R. Santhanan Krishnan, Adv.
                         Mr. Aditya Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent(s)        Mr. K.V. Vishwanathan, Sr. Adv.
No.1                     Mr. Aditya Kr. Choudhary, Adv.
                         Mr. Chandra Bhushan Prasad,Adv.(Caveator)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

                 These petitions are directed against order dated  30.4.2013
      passed by the learned Single Judge of the Andhra  Pradesh  High  Court
      whereby he dismissed  the  revisions  filed  by  the  petitioners  and
      confirmed order dated 30.08.2012 passed  by  VII  Additional  District
      Judge, Mahabubnagar.
                 We have heard Shri L.Nageswara Rao, learned senior  counsel
      for the petitioners and Shri K.V.Vishwanathan, learned senior  counsel
      for respondent No.1, who has entered caveat and is the only contesting
      respondent.
                 In our opinion, the order passed by  the  trial  Court  was
      based on correct analysis of the pleadings and documents  produced  by
      the parties and the High Court did not commit any error by  dismissing
      the revision petitions.
                 The special leave petitions are accordingly dismissed.
                 However, it is made clear that the observation contained in
      paragraph 14 of the order passed by the trial Court shall not  operate
      as a bar to the petitioners’ participation in  the  future  elections.

      |(Parveen Kr.Chawla)                    | |(Phoolan Wati Arora)                  |
|Court Master                           | |Court Master                          |
|                                       | |                                      |




