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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The delay of 1 day in filing the special |eave
petition is condoned.
This petition is directed agai nst judgnment dated
15.12. 2010 of t he | ear ned Si ngl e Judge of t he Andhr a
Pradesh Hi gh Court whereby he dism ssed the second appea
filed by the petitioner against the judgnent of the |ower
Appel l ate Court which had confirned the decree passed by
t he trial Court in a suit for possessi on filed by t he
respondent .
W have heard | earned counsel for the petitioner and
perused the record. In our view, the concurrent finding
2

recorded by the trial Court and the | ower Appellate Court
that the respondent was owner of the suit property inasnuch
as the sane was purchased by her by registered sal e deed
and that the petitioner had no right to continue to occupy
the sane was based on correct appreciation of the pleadi ngs
and evidence of the parties and the | earned Single Judge of
the H gh Court did not commit any error by refusing to
interfere with the said finding.

Al t hough, the Il earned Single Judge was not required to
re-appreciate t he evi dence pr oduced by t he parties but
after doing so he has reached the same concl usion that the
petitioner has no right over the suit property.

The speci al | eave petition is accordingly

di snmissed. The petitioner is directed to handover physica
possession of the suit property to the respondent within a
period of two mont hs fromtoday. During this period he



shall not to induct any person in the suit property el se he

shal | have to suffer pr oceedi ngs
Courts Act, 1971.
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