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G.S.SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

The  present  revision  petition  challenges  the  order  dated

30.01.2017 (Annexure P-3) whereby, the Rent Controller has allowed the

application for additional evidence and permitted the original transfer letter

to be brought on record.

From  the  perusal  of  the  order,  it  would  be  clear  that  the

photocopy was already on record.  The Rent Controller has only allowed the

application in view of the fact that the landlord had specifically said that a

loan had been taken and the original transfer letter was lying with the bank.

On  release  from the  bank,  the  original  was  produced  and  sought  to  be

exhibited.  In such circumstances, the same would play a crucial role for the

adjudication of the matter to show the ownership of the demised premises.  

Accordingly,  the  application  allowing  additional  evidence  is

justified as it is for the Court to go to the root of the case and in the absence

of the original transfer letter, the landlord would be seriously prejudiced.

In  such  circumstances,  there  is  no  infirmity  or  illegality  in

allowing the application  for  additional  evidence  and the present  revision

petition is accordingly dismissed in limine.

08.02.2017 (G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
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