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INA THEA SUPREMEA COURTA OFA INDIA

A CIVILA APPELLATEA JURISDICTION

CIVILA APPEALA NO.A 3421A OFA 201A A 7

(ArisingA outA ofA SLP(C)No.A 16637A OFA 2013)

MANIKA CHANDA JAIN A .....APPELLANT

AAAAAVERSUS

MD.A AHIYA A A .....RESPONDENT

JAUADAGAMAEANAT

ASHOKA BHUSHAN,A J. A A A ) A

1. This A appeal A has A been A filed A by A the A appellantA-tenant _
againstA theA judgmentA datedA 21.03.2013A ofA GauhatiA HighA CourtA by
which A judgment A Civil A Revision A Petition A No. A 380 A of A 2012 A filed
by A the A appellant A against A the A judgment A of A the A Appellate A Court
d|rect|ngA theA evictionA ofA theA appellantA hadA beenA dismissed.

2. Brief A facts A of A the A case A necessary A to A be A noted A for
dec@mgA thisA appeaIAgre R R R R R R R
The A appellant A was A the A tenant A since A 1965 A in A respect A of A a
AssamA TypeA HouseA andA paylngA rentA atA theA rateA ofA Rs.A 700/A-A per
month. A A An A agreement A was A entered A into A between A the
defenqangA tenant A and A the A QlamnffA landlord A on A 01.08. 1988A by
whichA itA wasA agreedA thatA theA appellantA shallA payA anA amountA of
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Rs.1,00,000/A-A inA threeA installmentsA toA theA respondentA-landlord

who A proposed A to A constructA aA RCCA building A inA _place ¢ A of A Assam
Type A House. A A The A appellant A was A to A be A given A the A shop A after
constructionA ofA roomA inA hisA occupation. A ItA wasA furtherA agreed A

thatA monthlyA rentA ofA theA RCCA shopA roomA wouldA beA atA theA rateA of
Rs.10/A-A perA Sq.A ft.A TheA roomA proposedA wasA 24ft.A XA 10ft.A ItA was

further A agreed A that A the A advance A of A Rs. A 1,00,000/A- A shall A be
adjusted A from A the A monthly A rent A at A the A rate A of A 50% A and A tenant
shall A pay A to A the A landlord A in A cash, A the A balance A rent A of A 50%
till A the A aforesaid A advance A is A adjusted A in A full. A The

constructionA ofA theA shopA roomA wasA completedA inA April, A 1990.A

3. TheA appellantA obtainedA anA orderA underA 144A Cr.P.C.A andA was

put A in A possession A of A the A newly A constructed A RCC A A shop A room A in
April, A 1990. A However, A the A appellant A continued A to A pay A rentA at

the A rate A of A Rs.700/A- A per A month. A A From A April, A 1994, A the
appellantA startedA depositingA rentA of A Rs.700/A-A perA monthA inA the

courtA ofA SadarA MunsifA No.A 1A underA theA provisionsA ofA theA Assam

UrbanA AreasA RentA ControlA Act,A 1972(hereinafterA referredA toA as

&#39;1972A Act&#39;)A A inA aA miscellaneousA case.

4. TheA respondentA-plaintiffA filedA TitleA SuitA No.A 174A ofA 1999

praying A for A decree A of A ejectment AinA respect A of A suit A premises

and A a A decree A for A recovery A of A Rs.86,400/A- A as A arrears A of A rent
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alongwith A interest. A The A respondentA-plaintiff A also A claimed

ejectment A onA the A _ground A of A bona A fide A need A for A settmg A up A his
sonA inA theA business.A TheA plaintiff&#39; sA caseA wasA thatA inA viewA of

theA agreemeAntAA\ datedA 01.08. 1988AAtheAArateA ofA rentA wasA Rs. 2400/A- A

per A month A A from A the A date A of A possession. A The A construction A was
completedA inA April,A 1990.A A TheA possessionA ofA RCCA shopA roomA was
takenA byA theA appellantA inA April, A 1990A andA asA perA agreement,A he

wasA liableA toA payA Rs.2400/A-A perA monthA outA ofA which,A Rs.1200/A-

was A to A be A paid A inA cash A and A Rs.1200/A- A was A to A be A adjusted
againstA theA advanceA made.

5.1n A the A suit, A plaintiffA-landlord A claimed A arrears A from

01.08.1996A tillA 31.08.1999A atA theA monthlyA rentA ofA Rs.A 2400/A-.

The A plaintiffA-landlord A did A not A claim A the A rent A prior A to

01.08.1996,A asA thatA hadA becomeA barredA byA time.

6. A A written A statement A was A filed A by A the A tenant; A in A the

written A_statement, A it A was A claimed A that A at A the A present A moment
monthly A rent A is A only A Rs.700/A-. A DefendantA-tenant A pleaded A that

he A had A agreed A to A pay A A A Rs.2400/A- A per A month A on A completion A of
construction A and A since A shop A is A not A complete, A there A is A no
question A of A cash A payment A of A Rs.1200/A- A and A adjustment A of



Rs.1200/A-.A HeA claimedA thatA totalA amount A paidA toA theA plaintiff
was A A Rs.2,09,360/A-. A Both A plaintiff A and A defendant A filed A their
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evidenceA andA wereA crossA-examined.

7. The A trial A court A framed A ten A issues. A Trial A court A held A that
construction A of A premises A was A complete A in A April A 1990. A Trial
court, A however, A held A that A rent A is A Rs.700/A- A perA month A which
shall A be A treated A as A Rs.2400/A- A per A month A from A the A date A of
judgment.A IssueA No.A 5A wasA answeredA holdingA thatA defendantA isA a
defaulter.A TrialA courtA furtherA heldA thatA totalA amountA paidA by

the A defendant A is A Rs.1,82,785.95. A Trial A court A passed A an A order
holding A the A plaintiff A entitled A for A recovery A of A possession.

TrialA courtA orderedA plaintiffA toA depositA Rs.1,82,785.95A before

execution. A Aggrieved A by A the A judgment A of A the A trial A court, A the
defendant A filed A an A appeal. A AA cross A appeal A was A also A filed A by
theA plaintiff. A A A ) A A

8. The A Appellate A Court A vide A its A judgment A dated A 21.06.2012
consideredA theA evidenceA onA theA recordA pertainingA toA issueA No.

3 A which A was A regarding_ A the A rate A of A montthA rent. A Appellate
CourtA returnedA theA f|nd|ngA thatA montthA rentA ofA suitA premises

was A Rs. 2400/A- A perA month A from A thpA da}eA of A possession. A The
finding A recorded A by A the A trial A court A that A defendantA isA a
defaulterA wasA affirmedA byA theA AppellateA Court.A AppellateA Court

alsoA tookA intoA consideration,A theA amountA ofA Rs.1,82,785.95A and

after A adjusting A the A same A in A the A rent A to A which A plaintiff A was
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entitled,A itA wasA heldA thatA stillA theA defendantA isA defaulterA to

the A tune A of A Rs.7614/A-. A The A appeal A filed A by A the A defendant A was
dismissed A whereas A cross A appeal A of A the A plaintiff A was A allowed.

It A was A held A that A the A plalntlffA is A entitled A to A get A decree A of
e]ectmentA and A recovery A of A arrears A of A rent A amounting A to
Rs.7614/A-. ) S o

9. The A defendant A aggrieved A by A the A judgment A of A the A Appellate
Court A filed A the A civil A revision A before A the A High A Court. A High

Court A considering A the A submissions A of A both A the A parties A upheld

the A finding A of A the A Appellate A Court A that A _defendant A is

defaulter. A H|ghA Court A also A held A that A the A rate A of A rent A was
Rs.2400/A- A perA month A from A the A date A of A taking A possession Aie.
April, A 1990. A The A deposit A of A rentA atA the A rate A of A Rs.700/A- A was
not A held A to A be A valid A deposit A within A the A meaning A of A Section
5(4) A of A the A 1972 A Act. A This A appeal A has A been A filed A against A the
dismissal A of A the A civil A revision A of A the A defendant A by A the A High
Court.

10 . Learned A senior A counsel, A Dr. A Rajiv A Dhawan, A appearing A on
behalf A of A the A appellant A contended A that A High A Court A did A not
advert A to A the A question A of A adjustment A of A advance A rent A which
admittedly A was A advanced A by A the A defendant A to A the A plaintiff A to
theA tuneA ofA Rs.1,82,785.95/A-,A hence,A theA judgmentA ofA theA High
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Court A is A erroneous. A He A further A contends A that A in A the A suit
plaintiff A claimed A arrears A of A rent A only A from A 01.08.1996 A to
31.07.1999, A forA whichA periodA theA totalA amountA dueA atA theA rate

of A Rs.2400/A- A is A only A Rs.86,400/A- A and A after A taking A into
considerationA theA rentA paidA atA theA rateA ofA Rs.700/A-A perA month,

there A is A still A surplus A rentA in A view A of A the A advance A made A and
theA courtsA beIAowAAhadA committedA errorA inA holdingA theA defendant

as A defaulter. A It A is A further A contended A that A plaintiff A had

acceptedA the A rent A of A Rs.700/A- A perA month A till A April, A 1994 A and
after A April, A 1994 A till A JuIyA 1999 A if A the A total A rent A due A is
calculated A it A shall A come A as A Rs.1,53,600/A- A and A taking A into
considerationA theA rentA paidA andA theA advAanceAA amountA thereA shall

still A be A surplus A hence, A the A finding A of A the A default A is
unsustainable. . . . A )

11. Learned A counsel A for A the A respondent A refuting A the

submission A of A the A counsel A for A the A appellant A contends A that A in
viewA ofA theA agreementA datedA 01.08.1988,A theA tenantA wasA liable



toA payA Rs.2400/A-A fromA theA dateA ofA takingA possessionA andA outA of

the A rent A of A Rs.2400/A-, A Rs.1200/A- A was A to A be A adjusted A towards
advanceA andA Rs.1200/A-A wasA toA beA paidA inA cash.A A Admittedly,A the
defendantA claimsA theA onlyA paymentA ofA Rs.700/A-A perA monthA since

April A 1990 A till A filing A of A the A suit, A hence A there A isA a A clear
defaultA sinceA theA rentA becameA dueA ofA Rs.2400/A-A perA monthA from
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April, A 1990 A and A the A courts A below A have A rightly A come A to A the

conclusionA thatA defaultA hasA beenA committedA byA theA defendant.

12. WeA haveA consideredA theA submissionsA ofA theA learnedA counsel

for A the A parties A and A perused A the A record. A A There A is A no A dispute

between A the A parties A that A the A rent A of A the A shop A room, A an A Assam

Type A House A Construction, A was A Rs.700/A- A per A month. A A The

plaintiffA-landlord A proposed A to A construct A the A RCC A building A in

pIaceA ofA theA aboveA AssamA TypeA HouseA mcIudmgA theA room,A which

wasA inA occupatlonA ofA defendant.A AnA agreementA datedA 01.08.1988

was A enAteredAA into A between A thqA parties, A which A agreement A is_
admitted A to A both A the A parties. A The A agreement A records A that A the

secondA partyA isA W|II|ngA toA advanceA aA sumA ofA A Rs.1,00,000/A-A and

further A a A security A amount A of A Rs.50,000/A- A at A the A time A of

handing A over A theAA possession. A Paras A 6A and A 7 A of A the A agreement

areA relevant,A whichA areA toA theA followingA effect:

a4~ S 6. That A the A monthly A rent A of A the A RCC A room

shall A be A atA the A rate A of A Rs. A 10/A- A (Rupees

ten A only) A per A square A fit A and A shall A be

payable A within A the A first A week A of A every

subsequent A month A falling A due. A A The A height

ofA theA RCCA roomA willA beA 16&#39;A asA perA approved

G.A M.A C.A A Plan.A A TheA lengthA ofA theA RCCA room

will A be A 24&#39; A fit A and A the A breath A will A 108#39; A at

the A minimum. A It A may A be A mentioned A that A if

the A floor A of A the A RCC A room A after A completion

construction A exceeds A more A than A 24&#39; A x A 10&#39;

sq. A ft. A the A second A party A shall A pay A the

monthly A rent A at A the A agreed A rate A for A the

entire A floor A area A under A the A possession A of

theA secondA party.A
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7.That A the A advance A amountA of A Rs. A 1, A 00,

000/A- A (Rupees A one A lakh) A are A adjusted A from

theA monthlyA rentA atA theA rateA ofA 50%A andA the

second A party A shall A pay A to A the A first A party

only A the A balance A rent A of A 50% A till A the

aforesaidA advanceA isA adjustedA inA full.a-\235

13. From A the A pleadings A of A the A parties, A itA is A clear A that A new
construction A was A completed A by A April, A 1990 A and A the A defendant
was A put A in A possession A of A the A shop A room A in A April, A 1990.
AppellateA Court,A afterA consideringA theA evidenceA onA recordA has

heldA thatA theA monthlyA rentA ofA theA shopA premisesA isA Rs.A 2400/A-
perA monthA fromA theA dateA ofA takingA possessionA i.e.A April A 1990.
ItA is A the A case A of A the A defendant A that A even A after A taking A the
possession A of A newly A constructed A shop A he A has A paid A the A rent A at
theA rateA ofA Rs.700/A-A perA monthA whichA wasA theA oldA rateA ofA rent.
From A April, A 1994, A the A defendant A claims A to A deposit A the A rent
i.e. A Rs.700/A- A per A month A in A the A court A in A the A miscellaneous
case.

14. Section A 5A of A the A 1972 A Act, A contains A a A heading A a- SBar
against A passing A and A execution A of A decree A and A order A for
ejectiona- \235. A SectionA 5(1)(e)A andA SectionA 5(4)A whichA areA relevant
forA theA A presentA caseA areA asA follows:

&#34;5(1). A No A order A or A decree A for A the A recovery

ofA possessmnA ofA anyA houseA shallA beA madeA or

executedA byA anyA CourtA soA longA asA theA tenant
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pays A rentA to A the A full A extent A allowable
under A this A Act A and A performs A the A conditions



ofA theA tenancy:
A A A Provided A that A nothing A in A this
subA-section A shall A apply A inA a A suitA or
proceedingsA forA evictionA ofA theA tenantA from
theA house:A-
AAAA (a)..AAA.AA._AA..
A A A (e) A where A the A tenant A has A not A paid A the
rent A lawfully A due A from A him A in A respect A of
theA houseA withinA aA fortnightA ofA itsA falling
due,A or
ALALA. ) ) o
(4). A WhereA the A landlord A refuses A to A accept
the A lawful A rent A offered A by A his A tenant, A the
tenant A may, A within A a A fortnight A of A its
becoming A due, A deposit A in A Court A the A amount
ofA suchA rentA togetherA withA processA feesA for
serviceA ofA noticeA uponA theA landlord,A andA on
receiving A such A deposit, A the A Court A shall
cause A a A notice A of A the A receipt A of A such
deposit A to A be A served A on A the A landlord, A and
theA amountA ofA theA depositA mayA thereafterA be
withdrawn A by A the A landlord A on A application_
madeA byA himA toA theA CourtA inA thatA behalf AA A
tenant A who A has A made A such A deposit A shall A not
be A treated A as A a A defaulter A under A clause A (e)
of A the A proviso A to A subA-section(1) A of A this
section.a-\235
15.A The A prOV|S|onA of A Section A 5(1)(e)A cIearIyA indicates A that
where A the A tenant A has A not A paldA the A rent A IanuIIyA due A from A him
inA respectA ofA theA houseA withinA aA fortnightA ofA itsA fallingA due,
he A is A not A saved A from A ejectment. A Section A 5 A subA-section A 4)
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further A provides A that A A where A the A landlord A refuses A to A accept
theA lawfulA rentA offeredA byA hisA tenant,A theA tenantA may,A within

a A fortnight A of A its A becoming A due, A deposit A in A Court A the A amount
ofA suchA rentA togetherA withA processA feesA forA serviceA ofA notice

uponA theA landlord.

16.A InA viewA ofA ClauseA 6A ofA theA AgreementA datedA 01.08.1988A and

as A per A findings A recorded A by A the A Appellate A Court A as A well A as
HighA CourtA monthlyA rentA fromA April, A 1990A wasA Rs.2400/A-.A Taking

into A consideration A Clause A 7 A of A the A Agreement, A which A provided
forA adjustmentA of A 50%A ofA theA rentA towardsA advanceA andA payment

ofA rentA atA theA rateA ofA Rs.1200/A- A theA defendantA wasA liableA to

payA rentA atA theA rateA ofA Rs.1200/A-.A TheA otherA partA ofA Rs.1200/A-

was A to A be A adjusted A towards A the A advance A made. A Till A the A entire
advanceA isA notA adjustedA theA rentA wasA alsoA notA toA beA increased

asA perA conditionA ofA theA agreement.A Thus,A lawfulA paymentA which

was A entitled A to A be A received A by A the A plaintiffA-landlord A was
Rs.1200/A-. A Admittedly, A the A defendantA-tenant A has A paid A only
Rs.700/A-,A evenA afterA takingA possessionA ofA shopA inA April,A 1990

and A _deposited A the A same A amount A of A Rs.700/A- A in A the A court A from
April, A 1994. A The A deposit A made A by A the A defendantA-tenant A in A the
courtA wasA notA theA depositA ofA theA lawfulA rentA andA noA errorA has

beenA committedA byA theA courtsA belowA inA holdingA theA defendantA as
defaulter. A The A decree A passed A by A the A Appellate A Court A for
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ejectment A and A arrears A of A rent A as A confirmed A by A the A High A Court
wasA basedA onA appreciationA ofA relevantA evidenceA onA record.

17.A A TheA submissionA whichA hasA beenA pressedA byA Dr.A RajivA Dhawan

isA nonA-considerationA ofA adJustmentA ofA advanceA toA theA extentA of
Rs.1,82,785.95/A- A byA the A High A Court. A Although A the A High A Court
has A notAA considered AAthe A question A of A adjustment A of A the A advance
rent,A butA theA AppellateA CourtA hasA specificallyA consideredA the A
adjustment A of A the A above A advance. A ItA is A useful A to A extract A the
detail A consideration A by A the A Appellate A Court A towards A the

adjustment A of A above A advance. A Following A has A been A held A by A the
AppellateA Court:



&#34;It A is A admitted A by A the A defendant A in A his
written A statement A that A the A defendant A took
possession A of A the A newly A constructed A suit

room A inA the A month A of A April, A 1990 A and A in
issue A No. A 3A itA is A decided A that A the
defendant A is A liable A to A pay A rentA to A Rs.
2400/A- A p.m. A since A the A month A of A April, A 1990
butA theA defendantA hasA paidA onlyA atA theA rate

of A 700/A- A p.m. A in A respect A of A suit A room A till
date. A A Since A the A month A of A April, A 1990 A till
July, A 1999(date A of A filing A suit) A the _

defendantA isA liableA toA payA rentA atA theA rate

of A 2400/A-p.m. A for A a A period A of A 112 A months
which A comes A to A Rs. A 2,68,800/A- A (Rs.2400/A- A x
112A months).A ButA theA defendantA hasA paidA the

rentA atA theA rateA ofA 700/A-A p.m.A forA theA said_

period A which A comes A to A Rs. A 78, A 400/A- A hence
the A defendant A is A liable A to A pay A arrear A rent
of A Rs.1, A 90, A 400/A- A till A the A month A of A July,
1999. A InA issue A No.A 8A itA isA held A that A the
defendant A paid A Rs.1,85,785.95 A in A favour A of
plaintiff A as A advance A and A security. A So,
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after A adjustment A of A said A advance A of

Rs.1,82,785.95 A from A the A arrear A due A of

Rs.1,90,400/A-, A the A arrear A rent A of

Rs.7614.05A A A A A A A A (Rs. A 1,90,400/A-A A-A Rs.

1,82, A 785.95)4-\235 A remains A due A till A the A month

of A July, A 1999. A From A the A above, A itA is A clear

that A no A advance A amount A remain A to A be

adjusted. A A The A advance A amount A has A already

beenA adjustedA withA theA monthlyA rentA andA the

plaintiff A is A entitled A to A receive A arrear

rent A of A Rs. A 7614.05. A As A the A plaintiff A has

not A claimed A future A rent, A hence A no A relief

canA beA grantedA toA himA forA futureA rent.A

A InA view A of A the A decision A of A the A foregoing

points, A the A Appeal A is A dismissed A and A the

cross A appeal Ais A partIyA allowed A with A cost.

TheA plaintiffA |sA entltledA tpA getA theA decree_

for A ejectment A of A the A defendant A from A the

ScheduleA AA premlsesA byA removmgA hisA menA and

materials A and A recoveryA of A arrear A rent A of

Rs. A 7611.05. A Prepare A the A decree

accordingly.a-\235 o A A o A

18.A A _FromA theA findingsA ofA theA AppellateA Court,A asA notedA above,

it A is A clear A that A even A after A adjustment A of A the A entire A advance
amount A still A there A is A aA default A of A Rs. A 7614/A-. A The A appellate
Court, A thus, A proceeded A to A adjust A the A entire A advance A made A by
the A defendant A and A still A default A having A been A found A decree A of
ejectmentA hadA beenA passedA whichA needsA noA interferenceA byA this
CourtA inA exerciseA ofA ourA JurlsdlcnonA underA A A A A ArticleA 136.

19. TheAA dejault,f\ onA ;heA part A of AA defeqdantAA is A aIsoA proved
lookingA intoA theA matterA inA accordanceA withA theA AgreementA dated
01.08.1988. A We A have A already A extracted A Clause A 7 A of A the
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Agreement A which A refers A to A the A adjustment A of A the A rentA to A the
extentA ofA 50%A ofA theA rentA andA furtherA contemplatesA paymentA of

50% A of A rentA in A cash. A Thus A the A liability A of A the A defendant A to
pay A the A rent A from A the A date A of A taking A the A possession A in A cash
was A Rs.1200/A- A with A adjustment A of A balance A A Rs.1200/A-. A The
advance A was A to A be A adjusted A in A accordance A with A the A aforesaid
condition. A Lawful A rent A in A cash, A which A was A to A be A paid A by A the
defendantA-tenant A was A Rs. A 1200/A- A per A month. A R|ghtA from A April,
1990 A till A the A institution A of A suit, A defendantA-tenant A has

claimedA theA paymentA ofA rentA atA theA rateA ofA Rs.700/A-A perA month

only.A LawfulA rent,A thus,A wasA notA paidA byA theA defendantA-tenant



to A which A the A plaintiffA-landlord A was A entitled A to A as A per
Agreement A dated A 01.08.1988. A The A Agreement A dated A 01.08.1988
being A admitted A to A the A tenant, A he A cannot A be A heard A in A saying
that A by A mere A payment A of A Rs. A 700/A- A per A month A i.e. A payment A at
theA oldA rate,A heA canA beA savedA fromA theA eviction.

20.In A view A of A the A foregoing A discussion, A we A are A of A the
consideredA opinionA thatA AppellateA CourtA hasA rightlyA considered

the A entire A evidence A on A record A and A answered A the A issues A framed
byA trialA courtA correctly.A TheA findingsA ofA theA AppellateA Court

that A defendant A is A defaulter A affirmed A by A the A H|ghA Court A are
findings A of A the A facts A based A on A appreciation A of A entire
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evidence. A We A do A not A find A any A error A in A the A judgment A and A order
ofA theA AppellateA CourtA directingA evictionA andA arrearsA ofA rent.

The A High A Court A did A not A commit A any A error A in A dismissing A the
revision. A A o

21. InA result,A theA appealA isA dismissed.

NEWA DELHI;
MARCH 06, 2017.
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REVISED

ITEM NO.1A COURT NO.8 SECTION XIV

(FOR JUDGMENT)

SUPREME COURTOF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Civil Appeal No(s). 3421/2017

MANIK CHAND JAIN Appellant(s)
VERSUS

MD. AHIYA Respondent(s)

Date : 06/03/2017 This appeal was called on for pronouncement of

judgment today.

For Appellant(s) Mr. Manish Goswami, Adv.
Mr. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Kumar Parimal Adv.
Mr. Aniruddha P. Mayee,Adv.

Hon&#39;ble Mr. Justice Ashok Bhushan pronounced the judgment of
the Bench comprising Hon&#39;ble Mr. Justice A.K. Sikri and His
Lordship.
The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed reportable
judgment.
However, six months&#39; time is granted to vacate the premises
from today, subject to filing usual undertaking within four weeks.
Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of
accordingly.
(Ashwani Thakur) (Mala Kumari Sharma)

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed reportable judgment is placed on the file)
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MANIK CHAND JAIN Appellant(s)
VERSUS

MD. AHIYA Respondent(s)
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judgment today.



For Appellant(s) Mr. Manish Goswami, Adv.
Mr. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Kumar Parimal Adv.
Mr. Aniruddha P. Mayee,Adv.

Hon&#39;ble Mr. Justice Ashok Bhushan pronounced the judgment of
the Bench comprising Hon&#39;ble Mr. Justice A.K. Sikri and His

Lordship.

The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed reportable
judgment.

Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of
accordingly.

(Ashwani Thakur) (Mala Kumari Sharma)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed reportable judgment is placed on the file)



