
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE S.V.BHATT 

CI VI L REVI SI ON PETI TI ON No .3 8 8 1  o f  2 0 1 6  

ORDER:  

 

 

Heard Mr. Vedula Srinivas for pet it ioner and Mr. P.S. Rajasekhar 

for respondents. 

 

2. The revision ar ises under the A.P. Buildings (Lease, Rent  and 

Evict ion)  Cont rol Act , 1960 ( for short  ‘the Act ’) .  Respondents filed 

RCC.No.25 of 2010 under Sect ion 10 (2)  of the Act  seeking evict ion of 

revision pet it ioner on the ground of default  in paym ent  of rent  to 

respondents. The period of default  is from  June 2007 t ill RCC was filed 

on 22.10.2010. The revision pet it ioner has contested the RCC 

principally on the ground that  the rent  was paid to first  respondent ’s 

wife’s brother (brother- in- law)  and on account  of inter se dispute in 

O.S.No.67 of 2011, the revision pet it ioner was tendering the rent  to 

the person who was collect ing the rent  earlier and therefore, there is 

no default  in paym ent  of rent . 

 

3. The stand in its ent irety taken by the revision pet it ioner is not  

adverted to for the sim ple reason that  non-paym ent  of rent  to 

respondents is adm it ted but  as pleaded paym ent  to any other person 

m ust  be established by the tenant / revision pet it ioner. Learned counsel 

fair ly states that  there is no evidence on relevant  fact  pleaded by 

tenant / revision pet it ioner. The Rent  Cont roller fram ed the following 

points for considerat ion:  

1.  Whether the respondent  commit ted willful default  in 

paym ent  of rents? 
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2.  Whether the pet it ioners are ent it led for evict ion of 

respondent  from  the pet it ion schedule building as prayed 

for? 

3.  To what  relief? 

 

Finally after holding against  tenant  on the above points, the RCC 

was ordered. The revision pet it ioner herein filed RCA.No.2 of 2015 in 

the Court  of Senior Civil Judge, Kurnool. On 01.06.2016, the appeal is 

also dism issed. 

 

4. Mr. Vedula Srinivas has concent rated on the illegality of findings 

recorded by the t r ial Court  as well as the lower appellate Court  but  

could not  show how the findings are vit iated for any reason to 

entertain revision under Sect ion 22 of the Act . Except  the above point ,  

no other ground is urged.  

 

5. With the assistance of learned counsel for pet it ioner,  

the findings recorded by the lower appellate Court  are independent ly 

considered and exam ined by this Court . After perusing the findings 

recorded, this Court  is of the view that , part icular ly, having regard to 

the nature of defence pleaded by the revision pet it ioner and failure to 

adduce evidence thereon, no ground for adm ission under Sect ion 22 of 

the Act  is m ade out . The revision fails.  

 

6. The revision pet it ioner has placed on record the affidavit  dated 

21.09.2016. The affidavit  is taken on record and as requested by the 

revision pet it ioner, t im e t ill 31.12.2016, for vacat ion and handing over 

possession of the subject  m at ter, is granted. The revision pet it ioner 

undertakes to this Court  through affidavit  dated 21.09.2016 to deliver 

vacant  possession on or before 31.12.2016. The revision pet it ioner 
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cont inues to pay the agreed rent  t ill 31.12.2016 or t ill the date of 

vacat ion, whichever is earlier. 

 

The civil revision pet it ion is dism issed accordingly by grant ing 

t im e t ill 31.12.2016. As a sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions,  

if any pending, shall stand closed. There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 
September 23, 2016 

DSK 


