.1 TEM NO. 109 COURT NO. 12 SECTION |V

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 4183 OF 2004

MOHAN LAL @ MOHAN KRI SHNA Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
GANGARAM (D) BY LRS. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )
Date: 28/07/2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LCDHA

For Appell ant(s)
Ms. June Chaudhari, Sr. Adv.
M. Prabhat Kumar Rai, Adv.
For M. Shakil Ahmed Syed, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. T.N Singh, Adv.
Rr- Ex-Parte

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed order.

(V.K. Tiwari) (R K. Sharnma)
P. A Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
(CIVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON)

ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 4183 OF 2004

MOHAN LAL @ MOHAN KRI SHNA Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
GANGARAM (D) BY LRS. & ORS. Respondent ( s)
ORDER

Heard Ms. June Chaudhari, Senior Counsel appearing for the
appel I ant .

This is a landlord’ s appeal froman eviction suit. The
appel lant’s suit was based on the plea of personal necessity.
The Trial Court accepted his case and granted himthe decree of
evi ction. In appeal , however , t he Appel | ate Court, on
reapprai sal of the evidence, cane to the definite finding that



al ternative acconmpdati on was available to the appellant and his

pl ea of personal requirement was not honest and bona fide. In
second appeal, the Hi gh Court confirmed the finding arrived at
by the Appellate Court. The lis, thus, stands concluded by a

finding of fact that does not warrant any interference by us in
appeal

The Appeal, is accordingly, dismssed.

(R'M LODHA)

New Del hi
Dat ed: July 28, 2010.



