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ITEM NO.1                     COURT NO.11               SECTION XIIA

              S U P R E M E       C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                               RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s)    for   Special    Leave   to   Appeal   (Civil)      No(s).30718-
30719/2008

(From the judgement and order dated 10/04/2008 in                         CRP   No.
414/2007 & CRP No. 517/2007   of The HIGH COURT OF                       A.P     AT
HYDERABAD)

MOHD.ABDUL RAHMAN & ORS.                                     Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

B.MANORAMA & ANR.                                            Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
(For final disposal)
[For further arguments]

Date: 12/08/2010        These   Petitions    were   called    on   for    hearing
today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASOK KUMAR GANGULY

For Petitioner(s)        Mr. Ranjan Mukherjee,A.O.R.

For Respondent(s)        Mr. Rakesh K. Sharma,A.O.R.(N/P)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

     Further arguments heard.

     In the penultimate paragraph of the impugned order, the High

Court has recorded the following observations :-

                 "Petition was filed by all the thirteen
            landlords.   But they suppressed factum of owning
            mulgis at Shahgunj.      Secondly it is clearly
            alleged that prior to filing petition, landlords
            made demand for enhancement of rent for Rs.5,000/-
            per month and also for deposit of Rs.2.50 lakhs.
            Petitioner No.9 as P.W.2 admitted this in his
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           evidence. These two aspects would certainly make
           the conduct of parties prior to filing of eviction
           petition   relevant.      Petitioners   not   only
           suppressed the facts from the Court but also
           demanded enhancement of rent.        Therefore an
           inference has to be drawn that plea of requirement
           for personal occupation for commencing business is
           not bona fide."

     In the list of dates and the memo of special leave, the

petitioners have not averred that what has been mentioned in the



above reproduced paragraph is factually incorrect.

     In order to satisfy ourselves that the observations contained

in the order of the High Court with reference to the statement

made by P.W.2 is correct,       we have thought it proper to examine

the original records.

     Send for the record of CRP No.414/2007 and CRP No.517/2007

decided by the High Court of Andhra Pradesh on 10.04.2008.

     The   Registry   should   send   a   fax   message   to   the   Registrar

General of the High Court and request him to transmit the record

of the case to this Court at the earliest.

     List the case for further arguments immediately after receipt

of the record.

(Satish K.Yadav)                                     (Phoolan Wati Arora)
  Court Master                                            Court Master


