"I TEM NO. 106 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6326 COF 2001

CHANDRASEKHAR (D) BY LRS. Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

HAZI RA BEE Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 29/09/2005 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R

For Appellant(s) M. Naresh Kaushi k, Adv.
Ms. Shil pa Chohan, Adv.

Ms Lalita Kaushik, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Naveen R Nat h, Adv.
Ms. Lalit Mhini Bhat, Adv.
Ms. Hetu Arora, Adv.

Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.



ness

s grant ed to

property in

l e an usua

The appeal is dism ssed.

No costs.

It is stated by the appellants that they were carrying on bus

in t he shop in questi on. Si x nmont hs’ time from today i
t he

appel I ant s to del i ver peacef ul and vacant possessi on of t he
question to t he r espondent her ei n. The appel I ants shal | fi

undertaking within four weeks' before the Principal Cvil Judge, Qul barga.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Om Prakash ]

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6326 OF 2001

Chandr ashekhar (D) by Lrs ... Appel | ant (s)

Hazi ra Bee

Ver sus

... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

According to the appellant, he was the tenant of the property in que

stion

from 1952 onwar ds.

Except the rent receipts, Exhibits P.1 to P.14, the appellant has

not produced any material before the Courts below to prove and establish that he was



the tenant from 1952. This apart, Exhibits P. 1 to P.14 have not been proved in any

manner known to | aw. The Hi gh Court, on appreci ati on of entire facts
and

circunstances of the case, reversed the decree passed by the trial court, rightly soin

our opini on. No case is made out for interference with the order passed by the High

Court.

Accordingly, the appeal stands disnissed.

No costs.

It is stated by the appellants that they were carrying on business in the shop

in questi on. Si x nont hs’ time from today is grant ed to t he appel I ants
to del i ver

peaceful and vacant possession of the property in question to the respondent here
n

The appel l ants shall file an usual undertaking within four weeks’ before the Principa

G vil Judge, @ul barga

[DR. AR LAKSHVANAN)

[ ALTAMAS KABI R)
New Del hi ,

Sept enber 29, 2005.



