Baeforea:

THEHON'®BLE MR, JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN

7.V, Ushamani,
w/o late B, Krishnamurthy,
residing at No.66,

Cffice ad, 4th Cross,
2nd Stage, Indiranagar,

Bangalore - 560 038 s Petitioners

(By Sri M.V. Seshachala, Advocate)

C. Prabhakar,

s/o Chikkegowda,

r/a Chamelikuni,

No. 4, 3eshadri Road,

Bangalore-9 .« Respondents

(Bv Sri K. Shivaji Rao, Advocate)

HRRP filed against the order dated 4-4-1998
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Karnataka Rent Control Act, 1961 (for short, the Act
is filed by the LR of the deceased respondent in
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LE
of 1987 on the file of Court of Small

2. The respondent=landlord filed an eviction

petition against the petitioner®s husband under
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eging that he and his brother

are the owners of the petition schedule premises; that

landlord and his brother were stayving with their
grandfather; that as the relationship between them

and their grandfather became strained and as he wanted
to get married, he wanted to live separatelys and
therefore he required the petition schedule premises

for his own use and for the use of his brother. He

further stated that in view of the strained relatione
ship with his grandfather, he is residing now in a
rented premises. It may be mentioned that during the
pendency of the petition, the respondent-landlord

also got married,
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vacate the petition schedule premises on or before

the explry date of one vear from this day and

"

further undertaking to pay the rents regularly and

aot to induct anyone else into the petition schedule

L

premises, Neither the undertaxing nor this decision,
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will not affect the rights of petitioner, if any
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