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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)...... /2010
CC 5806/ 2010
(From the judgenent and order dated 15/12/2009 in CR No
7413/ 2009 of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)
VI JAY KUVAR DUA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PROM LA DEVI & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth I.A NO1 -appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP)
Dat e: 14/05/ 2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
For Petitioner(s)
M. M C. Dhingra, Adv.
Ms. Vinod Agnihotri, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Hear d M. Dhi ngr a, counsel appeari ng for
the petitioner.

The High Court in its order against which
the Special Leave Petition is filed has nade the
followi ng direction :

"There is, however, sone nerit in
the contentions rai sed on behal f of the

petitioner t hat no unscr upul ous t enant
can be permtted to deny t he
relationship of landlord and tenant so
as to avoid his liability to pay the
rent. In order to saf eguard t he
i nterest of bot h t he parties, t he
-2-
Rent Controller, Ludhiana, would be well
Wit hin hi s right to direct t he
respondent -t enant to deposi t t he
provisionally assessed arrears of rent,
t hough wi t hout prejudi ce to t he
respondent’s | egal rights and the sane
shal | be rel eased to t he petitioners

only when they furni sh adequate security
to the satisfaction of Rent Controller,



Ludhi ana, after gi ving notice

to

t he

respondent -t enant . The appropriate

order in this respect shall be passed by
the Rent Controller, Ludhiana, within a

period of one nmont h on nmovi ng
application by t he petitioner-

I andl ords. "
M. Dhingra states that the petitioner, the
tenant, has surrendered the possession of the suit
premises earlier and its possession was taken over

by the | andl ord, the respondent, and, therefore,

there was no question of paynent

provi sional rent.
From the Hi gh Court order, it appears that
t hough the petitioner denied the relationship of
| andl ord and t enant bet ween hi

respondent, it does not clearly
told the Hi gh Court that he had surrendered the

possession of the suit preni ses resulting
term nation of the relationship of the landlord

and tenant. If that be the position, it would be

open to the petitioner to nove the H gh Court in
review and state his case clearly before the Hi gh
Court. In that event, we expect the High Court to
take into consideration the petitioner’s plea and
pass appropriate orders on it.

In case the reviewis filed within fifteen
days fromtoday, it shall not be disnissed on the

ground of limtation al one.
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Thi s speci al | eave petition is di smi ssed

with the aforesaid observation.

(Neetu Khaj uria) (R K. Sharnma)
Sr. P.A Court Master
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