'C. A No. 7172 OF 2000
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7172 OF 2000

SARDARA SINGH........ APPELLANT
VERSUS
FI NANCI AL COW SSI ONER, PUNJAB & ORS......... RESPONDENTS

WTH C. A. NO 7173 OF 2000

ORDER

Applications were filed under Section 14-A(i) of the Punjab Security of Land Tenures Act, 1953
for ejectnment of the appellants fromthe lands in question on the ground of default in paynen
t of rent before the District Gievances Redressal Oficer-cumthe Assistant Collector, 1st G
ade, Ferozepur. He passed the order on 28.9.1990 allow ng the applications and ordering the e
viction of the appellants. The appellants filed an appeal before the Collector of Ferozepur g
uestioning the validity and the correctness of the order nmade by the Assistant Collector. The
Col I ector concurring with the findings rendered by the Assistant Collector disnissed the appe
als. The appellants filed Revision Petitions before the Conmi ssioner, Ferozepur Division who
al so di smssed the Revision Petitions finding no good ground to interfere with the order affir
m ng the order passed by the Assistant Collector. The matter did not rest at that. The appel
| ants approached the Financial Conmm ssioner for revision. The Financial Conmi ssioner by a con
sidered order disnissed the revision petitions affirm ng the order passed
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by the Assistant Collector. Thereafter, the appellants filed wit petition before the Hi gh Co
urt. The High Court, by the inpugned orders, disnissed the sane. While disnissing, the High

Court observed that the Financial Conmi ssioner had referred to the concurrent findings of the

fact recorded by the Assistant Collector, Collector and Conm ssioner. The Hi gh Court also ref
erred to the decision in case of Neki Vs. Satnarain 1997 (1) PLJ 102 (S.C.) relied on by the a
ppel l ants and held that the said decision did not apply to the facts of these cases. 1In these
circunstances, the appellants are before us in these appeals.

The | earned Counsel for the appellants contended that the evidence placed on record on behal f
of the appellants was not at all considered by the primary authority nanely, the Assistant Col
lector. Unfortunately, up to the Financial Conm ssioner also the evidence has not been proper
Iy I ooked into. The appellants have shown sufficient cause for non paynent of rent. The |ear
ned Counsel added that whenever applications were nade by the landlord for recovery of rent im
nmedi ately the anounts were deposited. Thus, there was sufficient cause for non-paynent of ren
t and the orders of eviction passed agai nst the appellants cannot be sustained. He also subni
tted that on an earlier occasion the non-official respondents had given up the ground as regar
ds arrears of rent.

Per Contra, the learned Counsel for the respondents nade subnissions in support of the inpu
gned orders.
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Al'l the four authorities have recorded concurrent findings of the fact that the appellants com

mtted default in payment of rent w thout sufficient cause. The Assistant Collector in his or
der has observed thus :-



"After hearing the argunments of both the counsel and after perusal of the whole record, | have
come to the conclusion that the respondent has not intentionally paid in time the share of th
e produce of the crop of Rabi 1984 to the | andowners/applicants w thout any sufficient cause,
and after filing of the case of ejectnment by the applicants, the anmpbunt has been deposited in
Treasury by Ex. R-1. The relationship of |andowner and tenant between the applicants and the
respondent is established by Exs. A-1 and A-2 produced by the applicants fromthe Revenue reco
rds and fromExs. A-3 to A-7 it is also clear that the respondent is already in the habit of n
ot paying the share of the | andowners by hinself."

This finding, based on Exhibits A-3 to A-7 that the appellants had been in the habit of not pa
ying the crop share to the |l andowner within time is affirned by the Collector, Conmi ssioner an
d Financial Conm ssioner. Thus, this is a concurrent finding of fact. The High Court rightly
did not interfere with such a concurrent finding of fact. The decision in the case of Shri N
eki aforenentioned, in our view, does not advance the case of the appellants. The |earned Co
unsel for the appellants invited our attention to para 5 of the said judgnment which clearly st
ates that it was a case of single default and in addition it appears to us that the
j udgnent was passed on the facts of that case.
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Thus, we do not find any merit in these appeals. Consequently, the Cvil Appeals stand disms
sed.

No order as to costs.

..................................... J
[ SH VARAJ V. PATI L]

.................................... J.

[ B. N. SRl KRl SHNA]

NEW DELHI
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Date : 5/08/ 2004 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. SRI KRI SHNA

For Appellant (s)
M. Prem Nath Aggarwal, Adv.
M. Seeraj Bagga, Adv.



Ms. Shureshta Bagga, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. P.N Puri, Adv.

RR - Ex-Parte

UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the follow ng
O R D E R

The Civil Appeals are dismssed in terns of the signed order.

No order as to costs.

( SUKHBI R PAUL KAUR) ( SHELLY SENGUPTA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(The Signed Order is placed on the file)



