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1).  &ldal e1dl dig]l earl elaidid] [Adasd 3 ¥ sles ARl aigsil
RS1E 2NH Yol Ad oi—454/1 ol s 4-00 Y51 (&9 ug) el
@Aasa a3 2eludii 219) d wla UlddiglAlell Qi
dnAleilg dRIAAISAIRARA dI.19/04/1993 oll A% diglal 29222
A121uid 53 A0dl d s2AR6d] 6iis] 8d] 253 2d1sIF] IR €2d1dy s3]
AUl sldoll  €ld] sdl & A¥Al eldigiad]l  ¥lotell s
dl.19/04 /1993 ol 292225 Al_Iudell UAdIElA di€la A10d] 814 d
gslsd ulddiglAloll A & ¥l dig] AsdA uBAate] sexte] »A
Hidls &Jdl & d [Asivel 5AI A&l HollggsH ANl HI2 Bldall €19
UQAUIElRA [Apey s3d 8.
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gldofl is - 230 d1dil 2D dI. 27/07/2026 ol A% HlAUIE] HigfCol

daflaig 2NaslUiaiA d¥ ldiol] siRIRIQ AlEdioll A1821- 9, (14H-
1q(sl) 8601 did] ¥NIAd & 5, dIE]A Y S €141 1% d&l d 218l
€219 Y1912lal 1ol Adi A2 e1d) eldidiol] [Hasd 5 K oidl
Ra"oll  eligioll  wlotoll  dl.ac/ow/ACE3 ol AlRIVidoall
AR 20(lsls usialovoll €16 del 15U URlaial] 1€ Andgdl €19
2 8 ¥€] diglall €1dial 2152 © 3d—22(S]) ol UGEN YO SIUElal]
GlIE Bl) AR EIdl AR € YUl U 8. AAIRA dyHi ¥eNdd 8 5
qi€lel] e1dl 2% Al Y €219 Ficll dIEA otd] 11" ofl a{lotof]
A A &l A ureull YRy AHId 8. AHiH, eldidio] wlo § ¥
"oid] 2RA'oll Bl dHi SIY SR UY AS olel AHY dIERA Y S
g2a19%] Y141 HIS 3/, aiyoll—2H1g (1) FHi Rdloll Rd of. 2 Hi
JeNdd 8 5 ' wHlol 211 sAofl ueH Avfla R dlan g 211dla,
AR Yslal § ofl slef1d doigld, 2loAsR $31 ASIR olel ALl SIS Ul
USIR HI2 dIUdl, AdIHi 2414 18] 24| SIS ULl USRI el21d2] S4]
IRl olf@". A2l AER £d11A%0fl :1Rc af. ¥ ""Holef ¥t HEY (Rl IHi
HAlled Adl usRdll oid]l 2ol AN 2Rddll ¥Hlol €RRI S011R
UIdERIA ¥ 6581 IR § d sikEIA AlEllal 28la ¥l GRRI SR
yer dal &ssl eflad] s dHYy dIElRA 2y sd €2a1AX] WRIdl HIS
3/ dl ¥ vigd viididel el FHi Adl usRHl "od] Ra" duiRld 8.
¥l eldigiof] walal i€l g1R1 AR AUAA & d AHA "aid] 1RA"'of| ¥Hod
edl ad 2ureunt 355l sdla &1 & el digldl e1dial Adigdl, [o1fd
SAIHI Slojoll sl uldcig oS 87 dyHi UAUIElA wendd & 3
ARsIRUEAR Aleiuid] Adsdoll s HA olgl dxey 20(15]s us1aiRialal]

EIQ) Aol Asde URloiall €1l As A1 UId] A5 el ¥ digal
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eldial Ui A(Bdl R SAI, oA IRall [BAHI §SH SRHIUUI R S O,

AP AW ElVid Adl, dI€] cRE s - 235 &l ¥dIo Y SAIH] AA1d
8, ¥Hi dIElRA ¥LIdd & 5 UlAdIEldl] sidd] 212 dsdIuI ol duey
o UlAdiElotl 9RAIA Ul Eldiall sIA eldigio]] Adsd UAdIE] of —
8 ol 2. AUl £2dI19%e] Foll 2%).01—3737 11.29,/06 /2006 oll A%
Juiel sl B Aed § di-29/05/2006 ol A% &l ya UlddiEld
AiRA ¥ UQAUIE] of 1 el 7 aliRAl 22092 21y %] d=ilal &lddl
W sWlall sl &ss A[AsR ol ¥l UlAdiglAld]l &ldofl 22D

ol lHYR 8| AR S B.

UIAYIEIRA 2% AId:

Al 1A UAYIElA aF edldAi Aol 21RD0fl &s1Sdlo] Yoiddal s3],
diloll 2 Icall AH&atHi dgYHi ol Y¥Cioll AlgRUcl Y A &. FA
1) Dahiben V/s Arvindbhai Kalyanji Bhanusali, Hon’ble Supreme
Court Civil Appeal no. 9519 of 2019, 2) Salimbhai V/s State of
Maharastra, Hon’ble Supreme Court Civil Appeal no. 8518 of 2002,
3) Shri Mer Vajshibhai V/s Kashiben S Patel, Hon’ble Guj. High
Court Civil Revision App. no. 62 of 2023, 4) Decd Shaikh Ismailbhai
Hushainbhai V/s Vankar Ambalal, Hon’ble Guj. High Court Civil App.
no. 1 of 2023. A1 A& YSIERA GUR AIUR AVA] & ol dYHi
¥RIAd 8 5 &lddll eld] €ldia]l 51 24ledl 1C0o¢ ol AIE W A 11
A2l SAH AU YO GuRlsd YsIEla Ial Al 2 sl edld s B,
YIEIA iR 2RiId:

A1 SIA dIElAI a3 [Aglal dslad] sl edld sAUIHI 241Ad & 5 &Il
doiss AL UL 20182-9, 3d-22 H¥ol 1d] 28 S3] ASIY i@l Aol Ui
Al weNdd 8 3, digl 1 &l 5 oAl YO dig]l ¥, Ued dRAdeilg
AARAIY 1%l SIUEARWII IR & dH UlAdIEl of 1/1 &l 1/5
a2l 2 &l 7 oAl Yo ulddigl o, slafl aligaiig dnfleiiy AHaslilall
qrRA & dxx UlAdIEl of 8/1 &l 8/5 oAl Yo MIAUIE] of 8 ail .
Aot dReiIE HCEAMIY Seelloll dRRAT B A &Icioll E1d] dAIA MlAdIE]
[Qoeer il ¥2ulell dulRl e2dIdy 3 AUl YAl €19191d]
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¥lololl 50991 1.19/04/1993 &l A2l Ui el K| dil AAsdy
uRlol®f] soofl 23 Hidls Jdl & dY MER 51 Sl B AHY &I
eldl edldotl 22% U2 8 ¥¢fl &Idoll doiss €1dl [o1s0il 15 olel. Aol
AIcloll A1t Ay oflA Yx¥Cloll Al Y SA B. FHi 1)
Kalyan Singh Chouhan V/s C P Joshi, Hon’ble Supreme Court Civil
Appeal no.870 of 2011, 2) Union of India V/s Ibrahim, Hon'ble
Supreme Court Civil Appeal no.1374 of 2008, 3) Darshan Kaur
Bhatia V/s Ramesh Gandhi, Hon’ble Supreme Court Civil Appeal
n0.701-1702 of 2022. A1 A€ YSIERA GUR AHIUR AVE] & il
gyHi ¥RNAd & 5 dA Y Sl €2dIAD YrdIal AlfAd sl clle
dail JJRIEIN GUR &ldall &Id] [o1SId $A1 ¥ cARIall [Badi & Al
ufAiglAofl sldol]l 212D al1iyR 54l [Aoid] sAUI 2R Sl &,
ufAaiglofl sidoll 212D dal eldig] 385 d&l Geruziofl GuRlsd Y]
a2l YAIdlotl AHPoidi 2y LA YSIERA Alal dlgl. 241 s1A &Idd]
ARl (a1l sl duid 241 s1éa 2aduga A1 U111, 201852-9, 3d-
19 ofl 1Y Rlal Ad] %33 FRIR B. P of]A Yo B.

Order-7, Rule-11. Rejection of plaint
The plaint shall be rejected in the following cases:-

a. WHERE it does not disclose a "CAUSE OF
ACTION";

b. where the relief claimed is undervalued, and the
plaintiff, on being required by the Court to
correct the valuation within a time to be fixed by
the Court, fails to do so;

c. where the relief claimed is properly valued, but
the plaint is returned upon paper insufficiently
stamped, and the plaintiff, on being required by
the Court to supply the requisite stamp-paper
within a time to be fixed by the Court, fails to do
SO;

d. WHERE the suit appears from the statement
in the plaint to be "BARRED by any law";

A1, Eldiol siRIZMQ 21l cR10]] 21862—9, 3d—aa ol FoIdIg Lulal
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Adi, sRIEldl] A 85lsd U YRI B &, Eldiall SIYURI WSS €ld]
RYHI AUA HYGR Guel AH weIRd §, I sRIEIR] e1d] Adigdial]
Gl A1 B dl, ddl WA AEIdd EI9] 2RY of1HYR S| AefR]. gy,
Eldioll sIRIAQ 2ilsdloll AH1EA—-9, [ciAH— ofl 22 [a1e(ld s
quid digldl] 1diofl 24290fl &S1SAl A0l £2dIAN] Llal Adloll 28 & ol
UAYIE] U ¥ GiAIY Aol doll AHTolHi ¥ 285 Y SAIHI AHIAd d
ellol Adlg] 28 atell. ayi, 212 [aiefla sdl guid dieldll e1dl 242D
AHA ULl YRUiSol 53 doil UReEl aiss] 52q A §, diglal €ldigf SIE
SRRl Becidd 8 5 5:H7?, vl I sl d e1d] AdIddIal ofigd A1
& 5 547, dydi, Ag ULl UAINd s 241Ad 8 §, eldld] &slsd
giudl, e1dl gslsdl wel « % uHed Ry dd eldig SIg sREI ¥
¥Rl AIdg of &l 5 Eldiol SIRIEIG SIE ol A1ddl &ldigf ¥Rl
A1, A AoNAHi % 1d) Eldiofl sIRIRQA AlEdioll AH1EA—9, [GIAH—4
860 € s3] ASI. Ui, €ldiofl sIRIRA 2ilEdlall A41ERJI-0, [6lH—- 2
ofl BURAsd <slaldief Lallal Adi, d <dief Ul AduUeH A 6slsd 2ure
YR B %, sl e1d] Eldiol] sIFA(QA 2ilsdloll A1821—9, [aR13—aq of]
oIl AUHI AHIdd] 81> dl, dd] E1d] € Sdldl] Aelddal] Uldidl]
5% & AHey Eldiofl sI33Q Alscioll 241E21—9, [clAH—9 ofl 22 S|
243udi sd] AR d Al sl Ass2A FoIdIeS sAU1HT AHA1Ad o],
qyHi, Ao [oRAs eliRYdsll s&a Aol UG dviiiefl < 19l
AHAHUTE K&Rall &1 dal AHUHBTEIAT dId] ~ASI alel.

¢). aldoll eldidi uldaiglell yua Yd B §, dI€ldll e1dl 2Ry dl Y
secll €2d199 Al eldidiol] w3lol oid] 1Rdll &l ¥ AUl S2A0ll
A1UR 202M5ls usiaiodall €1d] 28 AUl UM & dl digla 20(s]s
Usidodall 191 Hal A1542] URRIslal] EI1€ 6N S % EIYIH] ASUINI of
gl aldall di€lofl YR €1d] 26 &dI U2 & d AECT: -

2. U121, 28—, [GIRIH—4 Eldidll SREI Al UUl:

C).  &ldall E1dig) 285 il AER EId] A1 —2004 Hi d1.04 /05 /2004 ofl A%
qigl ued addcid aueid dRIw drl, ReiR  dadley
GRRIHCIY AasRiIcll dRA [A1LY ElVid A & AHY Gldall E1d]
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ecdldail 22% W2 & dHY dIlall E1dl ARY H¥ YO UIAUIE] I%R0iR
dnAleilg dARAHAIY ANASIUIRA d1.19/04/1993 ol A% eldIdii]
¥RY1oll 2. AlRIUd Fofl RY). oi—1006 Il O diglal 3] ATdl d
Al2Ivid S0l [AAY Uida s3] eldidiol] %ol AAIRI €2d1d% S3]
AUdl d¥l [Ascd eldidiol] ol sol digldl gl ¥l eldigia]
%9y A154R] URBRlalall AIUR ddoll HidIsle] & dd] ele Aaddl sidall
eldl Al 8. AHY &ldall eldidi UAUIE] of 1 &l 7 &8I1%2 @dl of &l
Al [Ape8 dI.17/09/2025 il A% Ailoll Je&I¥3NHI £1d] ASd$]
AAIYdioll §SH SAUIHT A1AA] & AHY AER Eldlotl U[AUIE] oi—8 of 1]
SIC RUR BI%R WAl B il AAIA ddHoll ¥UI Y AT V. RIRIE
ool [BdHi Aofl SI1& LRl dHIH UlAUIERAA oIl Sladl &ldall
UlAdIElRA d1.27/07/2026 ol A% &I%2 2Wl, &lcoll 212 /. U1.f]
AHIE 7 2d 11 Y% ofl 2R dl. 30/07/2026 ofl A% AN 8.
€.q). A1H, AMYH digld] edld 5 aidall doss AUR{ 201852 7 »d
11 ofl 212 U] 25 olgl A icid FdIHi 2419 dl, sRIEISIA URRYd)
Adl A1l 24152 7 2 11 ol 22Y) eldiall slgURI doisS A1 QASIY
8.
% 2Aedl olld. 9sl Aeldd In R. K. Roja V/s U. S. Rayudu!
ol YslelHi sgdd & 3, Para-5, Once an application is
filed under Order VII Rule 11 of the CPC, the court has to
dispose of the same before proceeding with the trial.
There is no point or sense in proceeding with the trial of
the case, in case the plaint (Election Petition in the
present case) is only to be rejected at the threshold.
Therefore, the defendant is entitled to file the
application for rejection before filing his written
statement. In case, the application is rejected, the
defendant is entitled to file his written statement

thereafter (See Saleem Bhai and others v. State of

12026 (0) AIJEL- SC 58781
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Maharashtra and others?). But once an application for
rejection is filed, the court has to dispose of the same
before proceeding with the trial court. To quote relevant
portion from paragraph—-20 of Sopan Sukhdeo Sable
case (supra): "20. Rule 11 of Order 7 lays down an

independent remedy made available to the defendant to
challenge the maintainability of the suit itself,
irrespective of his right to contest the same on merits.
The law ostensibly does not contemplate at any
stage when the objections can be raised, and also
does not say in express terms about the filing of a
written statement. Instead, the word “shall’ is
used, clearly implying thereby that it casts a duty
on the court to perform its obligations in rejecting
the plaint when the same is hit by any of the
infirmities provided in the four clauses of Rule 11,
even without intervention of the defendant.” da<
In Dahiben V/s Arvindbhai Kalyanji Bhanusali’,
Apex Court held in: Para 12- We have heard thelearned
Counsel for the parties, perused the plaint and
documents filed therewith, as also the written
submissions filed on behalf of the parties. Para—12-1
We will first briefly touch upon the law applicable for
deciding an application under Order VII Rule 11 CPC,
which reads as under:"11. Rejection of plaint.— The
plaint shall be rejected in the following cases:— (a)
where it does not disclose a cause of action; (b) where
the relief claimed in undervalued, and the plaintiff, on

being required by the Court to correct the valuation

2 (2008) 1 SCC 557
32020 (0) AIJEL -SC 66338
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within a time to be fixed by the Court, fails to do so; (c)
where the relief claimed is properly valued but the plaint
is written upon paper insufficiently stamped, and the
plaintiff, on being required by the Court to supply the
requisite stamp—paper within a time to be fixed by the
Court, fails to do so; (d) where the suit appears from
the statement in the plaint to be barred by any law; (e)
where it is not filed in duplicate; (f) where the plaintiff
fails to comply with the provisions of rule 9 Provided that
the time fixed by the Court for the correction of the
valuation or supplying of the requisite stamp-—paper
shall not be extended unless the Court, for reasons to
be recorded, is satisfied that the plaintiff was prevent by
any cause of exceptional nature for correction the
valuation or supplying the requisite stamp-paper, as
the case may be, within the time fixed by the Court and
that refusal to extend such time would cause grave
injustice to the plaintiff." (emphasis supplied). The
remedy under Order VII Rule 11 is an independent
and special remedy, wherein the Court is
empowered to summarily dismiss a suit at the
threshold, without proceeding to record evidence,
and conducting a trial, on the basis of the
evidence adduced, if it is satisfied that the action
should be terminated on any of the grounds
contained in this provision. The underlying object
of Order VIl Rule 11 (@) is that if in a suit, no cause
of action is disclosed, or the suit is barred by
limitation under Rule 11 (d), the Court would not

permit the plaintiff to unnecessarily protract the

8/25
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proceedings in the suit. In such a case, it would be

necessary to put an end to the sham litigation, so

that further judicial time is not wasted.
C.). AIH, ol ds] AeIdd 8pAdd GURIsd YSIEl UHIL AR 4182
7 2d 11 ofl 2R slgyLl doiss yxAoe Usdl A USRI & AHY AE
ISl Hu Garl A B § Al slg eldini sidigle Sig SRRl MR
SUIHI of A1 AHYd] Eldlal A1E 9 [G1RIH—11 36N U[AGi[Ed SAUIA
AHIG dl sie digla eldidi siddigla ([Aoiwx3] Ad dotigdiof] 3%yl
AUl gl Vil Hallu] YSEHIol Ad didd] %03 282 ¥ a4y oIS
AHY oISUIAHI of AHIA K] &lcal]l 22 Eldiail S ULl duiss did]
2SI & Aal di€ldfl edld ¥ e eldiall edldall doiss UlAdilAo)
&ldoll 22 Uid] 15 aiel ddl dielofl edld dsdiui a9l
aldall E1d1HI dI€lof] E1d1 412011 UA—15(1 ) YX¥Clofl MUH EIE AUIH]
A9 dli— Al sidHall UlAdiglAlall QAdig]l dnAfleiey diRIdeIgA
dl.19/04 /1993 ofl A% di€lall %121 53 AANUA Al2Ivid H¥Giof] A
of1s] 28d] 253 .1,000/ - 2d1s13 dg eldidiof] Rdsda Uisl dAIR]
e2a1dy diglall %ol dull Al dal @22 sAdl AT Ay gsHolly
Angq] €1d] Al 8l d dllad dIHl AH1Q A1, ATUUH dIElRA AHdl]
E191 242% AI8 AHis—164 &l 2. A121vd Fofl 2.0l 1006 & dofl 2424d
A18 vRiY ] oisd Y SA B ¥ Alelvid Adl d eididiol] RAdsd
aloidall Al2iuid 8 dHY A€ SR dYfl AR dls drlleie
ARRIAMIEY Alaslul dl duidl deRk dils dRideily  djueee
(A1l 1A] & AHY AE SARaIl Ulall ol —2 U2 wRIdd & 5 "eldigid]
Adsd dlla ¢l 21fl. sAse 186l A¥SI2ell 6i6R AoS—952
dl.19/11/1970 &l Hdid 8" dxx ¥LNAd & § "€ § ¥Hlol dlal
AR dsell HAd B". RIRGIE dIE]l cuRrl Ais—165el uldul€)
aefleiig dRIHCHYg] HRI AE[ Y S & & FA d1.17,/09/ 1997 ol
A% HWI 2Jdl & AHY Ais—166 eldidiol] w3l YRRl sAI 49
dadliga HiHddeRr, siesl ARl ediRl di.30/07,/1971 ol A%
Afvid udietdl AGIHT 24196 d 2HAA §SH Foll oidfoll § (Slojol 54)

9/25
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Y sA B dHy  dis—166A &l sdASSR, A¥SeHIRAIA
dl.19/11/1970 oll A% S SYdidiall aidoll 41€/(1) (Slojot 37(4))
Y A B F A €2a1AY Fidl Al AH1Al. sAS2R AIBH 6i6R AosS—
952 d1.19/11/1970 2o [AsIUIE] (oI 2ol A[Aei1oRd Al
usRY ¢liddl WIdER Ydioll ¥ HIRIRAa] €RIE] &l AHB] §3] A1Udiof]
sojdidall ool & dHY A€ sYdidoll 2Rdl dl dHi "Wd o
(1)=ueg ¥Hlotoll yBuRIN s2d] oiel”, A&l "Rd of (2) SASER0( ¥
HYR) A1l aflotoll oliciaai Al 814 A R4 AMUIHI 4191 s8] d
Hy?l 242168 Al ([Qotl 2Aeg ¥lot AUl dofl SgfuRl e4191 U2
A4l alel, 21 ysdl aigl 21l ofl siguel Ad d GUR oI aivd]
ogl” dH ¥eNdd & dfl &ldel €dId%all Uloll of —2 U dgY A
¥RNAd B FHI WA oi—2 Hi eldd B 5, 'R o (2)A1 ¥l 4|
sA3ofl weH Avila iy dlar RgR 92 24dla, 2Rl ysla § ofly sig
A doeld zloRisR s30 S olgl AUUI SIFURI USIR HIZ2 dIUd] I
AU ole] AYU| SIFURI USRoTl HI2IU2] $AI AUIRI olg]" AHY A
ol—4 Hl €21dd 8 &, "Rd o (4)Hod ¥lol HEYd 2B HATlEd
Al USRoll oid] al 2A(Aei19R) R ¥Hlol YRRl S01R ViIdERIA %
8ssl AR & d sRIEl AHitflot elal ¥3lot ©RRI SR01R YRl AUl &SS]
cilald] /181" ¥ e2a1d%6ll sojdidHi angflolg dAAH el 212451 &
A ddi@] del A1R{12é2 sdseR A¥sle 261 —sldx%al, A%¥SsI2a A1
Ael 8. RARAIE dIElA Ais—167 &l eldidiai] ¥RUiofl A1H olyoll o
821 ofl Rl oisd a8l 24is—168 &l 2A1H aiyail of 16 ofl Uil ciSE Y
A B AHY AHis—169 &l vigd viidIde]l Y SA & d dHIH E2AIAXHI
dncfleig aARinciy siofle ofld & RIRAIE dIEA HIASA oflglH agl
YUl Y A B, dYHi d1g] ARl AHis—162 &l ay 219 Y
S}l B ¥ Fdl dHi vis—181 &l 189 Yl eldigiol]l Aasdotl 211
ool oi—81, 7, 12 al &55UAS 6 ofl 24l — 2019 ofl U] aisdl 2%
KA B, AH, dIElRA A15-164 &l Y S} Al2IVdall AHADIR] HI2
gldoll €1d] S|l &l URg &ld USRell el /[Adsdell s Sl
242116 91€] £dRl sAs2Rell S1g URdIedl Andd] el ddl sig Yridl 2%

10/25
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sl ol ddy uldgiglRA edldai ¥endd 8 35 s AAHA A1) s

udiotl d19d] otgl ¥ sidall U2isIRl dJall Al2IUd SAR ARSIRUEAR

dARIY. ¥ AW U YNRId 2010l Ves AAIsERAR Aos As2, 1Tl

SAH 3 LAla AdI—
Se.43 of the The Gujarat Tenancy and Agricultural
Land Act, 1948- No land or any interest therein
purchased by a tenant under section 17B, 32, 32F, 32-I.
6[*], 7[32U, 43—1D or 88E] or sold to any person under
section 32P or 64 shall be transferred or shall be agreed
by an instrument in writing to be transferred, by sale,
gift, exchange, mortgage, lease or assignment, without
the previous sanction of the Collector and except in
consideration of payment of such amount as the State
Government may by general or special order determine;
and no such land or any interest, therein shall be
partitioned without the previous sanction of the
Collector]: [Provided that no previous sanction of the
Collector shall be required, if the partition of the land is
among the members of the family who have direct blood
relation or among the legal heirs of the tenant: Provided
further that the partition of the land as aforesaid shall
not be valid if it is made in contravention of the
provisions of any other law for the time being in force :
Provided also that such members of the family or the
legal heirs shall hold the land, after the partition, on the
same terms, conditions and restrictions as were
applicable to such land or interest therein purchased by
the tenant or the person.]........

%e], sidall e1dl dI1€lRA eldidioi] oid] 2col A(AetioRl ¥alol Gilcidall

Y. AlelUidall AHHAUR] HI2 S} &l Ug &ld MSRell ¥lal
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/[Adsdoall S21R sl 242118 dI€] £9RI sAseell S1g Udlaiafl Aandd]
gld ddl slgf Y1dl 2% sl oiefl & i€l daell edldi el sig vdiil
sdl ol®fl Kl sldoll ISRl dRall Al2IVid SAR SIAEAR0] 2RI
al8l Aal di€lal Eldial 2oio2fl Ase, 1948 ofl SAH—43 ol G4 oIS O
dg 243Aall siee] Hiolg &. ayyHi dIgl d&l Ulddiglal MAal 2418 LA
glciall Al2luidal iRdlY SAR Asedll sAH—23 ol ULl Glig oS &, ¥
Aloid AR SR A[EofluH, AcvRall sEH—R3 ¥dI-
Se. 23 of Indian Contract Act 1872- What
considerations and objects are lawful, and what
not.— The consideration or object of an agreement is
lawful, unless— it is forbidden by law; or is of such a
nature that if permitted, it would defeat the provisions of
any law; or is fraudulent ; or involves or implies injury to
the person or property of another; or the Court
regards it as immoral, or opposed to public policy. In
each of these cases, the consideration or object of an
agreement is said to be unlawful. Every agreement of
which the object or consideration is unlawful is void.
AiH, GUAsd SIRIEI Yol digl agl ulddiglol Mdl 9A LA™
eldidiof] Adasdell 2. sAR ald] 2ddll x(Aai ¥Hlal 8l A=A
AR AAd sAR APAIAY] % IRSIUEAN 2111 ¥Y] slda] dIg]lal]
e1d] 2IU1RA1 24182 7 2d 11 Hi & Adlal U 8,
10.9). GuRlsd 2yeci olld. dsl eldd In Decd Shiakh
Ismailbhai Hushainbhai Through Lh V/s Vankar
Ambalal Dhanabhai® #i &20dd & %, Para- 75 (a)
Essence of Section 43 of the Tenancy Act,1948:— (i)
Section 43 is couched in negative language, making an
express prohibition on execution of any instrument in

writing to transfer by sale, gift, exchange, mortgage,

42024 (0) AUEL -HC 247772
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lease or assignment, without the previous sanction of
the Collector. The plain language of Section 43 of the
Tenancy Act makes it clear that even an agreement in
writing for transfer of the land governed by Section 43 is
prohibited unless prior permission of the Collector is
obtained. Sub-section (1A) further clarifies that the
sanction under Sub-section (1) shall be given by the
Collector, in such circumstances and subject to such
conditions, as may be prescribed by the State
Government.  Sub-section  (2)  provides the
consequence of any transfer or any agreement for
transfer of the land governed by Section 43 in
contravention of Subsection (1), and makes it Invalid.
Para-79 The object and reasons, as narrated in the BIll,
to achieve two fold purpose to amend Sections 43 and
63 of the Tenancy Act, 1948, is relevant to be extracted
hereinunder:— Statement of Objects and Reasons This
Bill seeks to amend the tenancy laws in force in the
State of Gujarat fro certain purposes. 2. It seeks to
amend sub-section (1B) of section 32 of the Bombay
Tenancy and Agricultural Lands Act, 1948 so as to
provide that if the tenant fails to give an undertaking
within prescribed period to cultivate the land personally,
the land whose possession is taken from the landlord,
shall vest in the State Government and shall be
disposed of in the manner provided in subsection (2) of
section 32P. 3. This Bill also seeks to amend sections 43
and 63 of the Bombay Tenancy and Agricultural Lands
Act, 1948 and the corresponding sections 57 and 89 of
the Bombay Tenancy and Agricultural Land (Vidarbha

13/25
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Region and Kutch Area) Act, 1958, for achieving two fold
purpose as under: (1) to impose restrictions on the
purchase of sites for dwelling houses by the tenants of
such sites similar to the restrictions imposed by the Act
on the purchase or sale of land under certain provisions
of the Act; (2) to apply the restrictions imposed by the
aforesaid sections on transfers of lands to agreements of
transfer also, with a view to preventing circumvention of
the aforesaid provisions of law by effecting agreements
of transfer and then resorting to part performance of
such agreements under section 43A of the Transfer of
Property Act, 1882. Sub—section( 1) of Section 43 was

substituted in the following manner:-“(1) for sub-
section (1), the following shall be substituted,
namely:=“(1) No land or any interest therein purchased
by a tenant under section 17B, 32, 32F, 32l, 320, 32U,

or 43—1D or sold to any person under section 32P or 64

shall be transferred or shall be agreed by an instrument
in writing to be transferred, by sale, qift, exchange,
mortgage, lease or assignment, without the previous

sanction of the Collector and except in consideration of
payment of such amount as the State Government may
be general or special order determine; and no such land

or any interest, therein shall be partitioned without the
previous sanction of the Collector.” Para-80 Consequent
amendment has been made in sub-section (1A), (1B)

1"

and Sub-section (2) to substitute the words “ any
transfer or partition of the land” by the words “ any
transfer or partition, or any agreement of transfer, of

any land or any interest therein.” Para-81 The purpose
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of amendment, as per the Statement of Object and
reasons, as narrated in the Bill, is to apply restrictions
imposed by the said Section on transfer of land to
“agreement of transfer” also. The intention of the
legislature is to prevent circumventing of the provision
of Section 43 by effecting the agreements of transfer
and then resorting to part performance of such
agreements under Section 53A of the Transfer of
Property Act, 1882. Para-82 Section 53A of the Transfer
of Property Act is also relevant to be noted, at this
juncture. The provision states that where a contract has
been entered into in writing laying down the terms and
conditions of transfer and the transferee has taken
possession of the property or any part thereof, in part
performance of the contract and the transferee being in
possession, has done some act in furtherance of the
contract, and has performed or is willing to do his part of
the contract, then notwithstanding that where there is
an instrument of transfer, that the transfer has not
been completed in the manner prescribed thereof by the
law for the time being in force, the transferor or any
person claiming under him shall be debarred from
enforcing against the transferee or persons claiming
under him, any right in respect of the property of which
the transferee has taken or continued in possession,
other than a right expressly provided by the terms of the
contract. Para-111 From the above discussion, we find

ourselves in full concurrence with the decisions in
Ganpatlal Manjibhai Khatri (supra) and Hasvantbhai
Chhanubhai Dalal (supra) in holding that:- (i) The

15/25
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transaction between the parties being hit by Section 43
of the Tenancy Act and being opposed to the public
policy, as explained under Section 23 of the Contract
Act, is not maintainable in law. (ii) There is a clear bar
in entering into an agreement to sell of the lands
granted under the Tenancy Act, 1948 to the occupant
tenant, without previous permission of the Collector.
(iii) If the agreement is entered into in respect of the
granted land (land of restrictive tenure under the
Tenancy Act) in violation of Section 43, it is invalid. (iv)
Section 23 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872 bars

enforcement of a contract if it is forbidden by law. The

agreement offending a statute or public policy or
forbidden by law is not merely void, but it is invalid
from nativity, the term “law” in Section 23 in this
Section must be understood in the sense of the term
explained in Article 13(3) of the Constitution. Thus,
what is done in contravention of the provisions of the
law cannot be made the subject matter of an action. (v)
If the contract is expressly prohibited by law, it is void
ab initio and cannot be enforced. The Courts cannot
grant the decree for specific performance, subject to
the permission, which may be obtained by one of the
parties from the Collector. The suit filed by the plaintiff
for enforcement of the invalid agreement cannot be
decreed by the Civil Court. Para-112 We are in full
agreement with a view of this Court in the above noted
decisions that the suit for specific performance of
contract based on an invalid agreement to sell, hit by
Section 43 of the Tenancy Act, 1948, is not
maintainable in law. If an agreement is rendered
invalid under Section 43 of the Tenancy Act, 1948,
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such an agreement is incapable of being specifically
enforced. If the agreement of sale itself is invalid, no
decree for specific performance can be passed by the
trial Court. Section 14(1)(c) of the Specific Relief Act
provides inter alia that a contract, which is in its
nature, determinable, cannot be specifically enforced.
In such circumstances, the suit for specific -

performance of agreement to sell cannot be decreed.
Para-125 From the above discussion, it is evident that
Section 23 of the Contract Act, 1872 will not be

attracted in a case where the agreement to Sell or sale

is not absolutely prohibited but a permission or
approval from the authority is required to complete the
sale or attach validity thereto. In light of the above,
when we note the provisions of Section 43 of the
Tenancy Act, 1948, it prescribes of complete
prohibition in execution of even an agreement in
writing to transfer a land of restricted tenure without
the previous sanction of the Collector. As noted
hereinbefore, as discussed by the Division Bench of
this Court in Shashikant Mohanlal Desai (supra), the
sanction of the Collector required in Section 43 is not a
mechanical exercise. The Collector will examine the
facts and circumstances of the case to decide whether
in the exigency of the situation or consistent with the
purpose of the Act, the tenant should be permitted to
transfer the land. As emphasized therein, the power of
the Collector is not to be exercised lightly, rather it is a
power which must be exercised with great care and
circumspection having regard to the policy of the
statute and bearing in mind various circumstances

relating to proposed transfer. As held therein, in view
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of the negative language of the statute, the two
conditions of transfer in Sub-section (1) of Section 43
are of mandatory character. Para-147 The test for
exercising the power under Order VII, Rule 11 of the
Code of Civil Procedure is that if the averments made
in the plaint are taken in entirety in conjunction with
the documents relied upon; would the same result in a
decree being passed. If on a meaningful reading of the
plaint, it is found that the suit is manifestly vexatious
and without any merit, and does not disclose a right to
sue, the Court would be justified in exercising the
power under Order VII, Rule 11 of the Code of Civil
Procedure. In exercise of power under this provision,
the Court would determine if the assertions made in
the plaint are contrary to statutory law or judicial dicta
for deciding whether the case for rejecting the plaint at
the threshold is made out. At this stage, the pleas
taken by the defendant in the written statement and
application for rejection of the plaint on the merits,
would be irrelevant and cannot be adverted or taken
into consideration. Para-155 The question of reference
framed by us “whether the plaint is liable to be rejected
under Order VII, Rule 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure
on the ground that the suit for specific performance of
contract based on an illegal or invalid agreement to sell,
hit by Section 43 of the Tenancy Act, 1948, is not
maintainable” is answered in the “AFFIRMATIVE”.

10.R). 1A, &lddll E1d] DIEIRA Al2IVidloll AHAUR HIS SA] &I Aol

qi€lofl €191 2% Al Y S| dHIH 21 W] AHIfAAd &1 & 5,

e1d1910il ¥Hlol s AHA oid] Hal AR USR] 68d] Aal BIdall

usiRoll w¥dlal /[RdASdoll SA2 Sdl 242116 USR] LRI sAseell sig
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udiaidfl Anddl ol ¥l sidol uaisRl dRJcll Al2IlUWd  SA
ARSIYEAR 2RI ¥ 20RM15]S UgIHAal cAIUHI H1dd] ofef] dY 24o]]
Siea] Hlolg & ¥&l GURsd SRERIRR &lddll diglafl e1d] A1 24182 7
A 11 Hi & Ydial U 8. dyai sldofl 2R 2uec] digldd] yId
Al A ¥RNAd & 5 IRYER YA MUlddIElol dRARA eldidid]
[Adsd ulddig]l oi—8 ol 2W. dAIRI €dIdY Foll 2D, oi—3737 & d
dl.29/06/2006 ol A% dAUIRI S & ded 5 dI—29,/05/2006 ol
o el UlAUIE] of 1 &l 7 oAl 2202 2ARIR FY] dlal sldd] 2R
Sdlall s1g &5 AESR o1efl ¥ UAYIElof]l &iciof] 21RD al1iyR $2d]
ANYA. HIH ASARS dIElA UlQuIglA 1A eididiof]l Rdsdel Aulel
e2dId s3] AT a1 eldidiof]l @Adsdoll sl daol gla Kl qie)
AN5dAH uRRIat] seaxtefl A Hidls LAd & Ad] eslsadinl e1d] s
8 dal ofl® d2s di€l UlddiElAlal 220%2 dB €ld & ddl AoNHI
gi€lofl eclld Hal Y1 9¥e ddRfl el d uldl A5 aigl el el
glciall diglofl e1d] 2111 24152 7 2 11 Hi 2& Adid U &,

aldall eldidi d1€lofl e1d1 2Rall VI 15(x—1) H¥oidfl ol ele
AdiHi 2419 dl:— e(lgls Adls Asedll 1963 ofl sc3-34 ss0 AY
Qsiual 831 21401 5 eldigial]l  wallololl UcA sox dig]Alal]
dl.19/04/1993 all A%all 29225 Al_uidel UlAdiglAlofl el Aal
slloldl 8 ol dIg]l AsdA UBRIal Aseall sAH—12 &0 €ldIIA]
¥lolall S0%ofl A Hidls LA B AY WER SA— UG 242116 AUl
HYxol &ldall e1d] R $2R A(EofluH-1872 ofl SEH-23 H¥H ¥
asdil ol ¥l y2sRl dRA YAd SAR SIRIEAWI] of &l-I AHY
qi€lell E1dl 1R YO d=ilal 6% &Idall AlRIUde] HAd] ey, ¥
yel aidofl e1d] AIU1R{all 2152 7 2d 11 %0 2& YAl Ui B.

94.4). dY3i aldal e1dl dIE] &Rl A eldidiof]l %21 GuR dicil
A3l soi1o cllolgelidi g1 ¥l Al AsUA UBRIdlall RALUid AHIUR
A %2 yloll SIRAEARal| HIAIS clad 8, Ad] 85lSdall AHIUR EIVA SAUIHI
AIAd 8, A ANAHI «INA s —ca1del del Asy uRRlaldll
Rittia 243 oflA Yyoiail HIGlERls YSIERA tulal Adl ¥33] LRI B
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XH|—
old. 9sl Aeldd In Karnataka Board of Wakf V/s
Government of India’®, Apex Court held that, In Para-
11. In the eye of law, an owner would be deemed to be
in possession of a property so long as there is no
intrusion. Non-use of the property by the owner even
for a long time won't affect his title. But the position
will be altered when another person takes possession
of the property and asserts a right over it. Adverse
possession is a hostile possession by clearly asserting
hostile title in denial of the title of true owner. It is a
well-settled principle that a party claiming adverse
possession must prove that his possession is 'mec vi,
nec clam, nec precario', that is, peaceful, open and
continuous. The possession must be adequate in
continuity, in publicity and in extent to show that their
possession is adverse to the true owner. It must start
with a wrongful disposition of the rightful owner and
be actual, visible, exclusive, hostile and continued over
the statutory period. Physical fact of exclusive
possession and the animus possidendi to hold as owner
in exclusion to the actual owner are the most important
factors that are to be accounted in cases of this nature.
Plea of adverse possession is not a pure question of law
but a blended one of fact and law. Therefore, a
person who claims adverse possession should
show (a) on what date he came into possession,
(b) what was the nature of his possession, (c)
whether the factum of possession was known to
the other party, (d) how long his possession has

continued, and (e) his possession was open and

°2004 (0) AIJEL -SC 14133
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undisturbed. A person pleading adverse
possession has no equities in his favour. Since he
is trying to defeat the rights of true owner, it is
for him to clearly plead and establish all facts
necessary to establish his adverse possession. (Dr.
Mahesh Chand Sharma V/s. Raj Kumarl Sbarma®).
19.R). AIH, GUAsd YsIElH WRUINd sd RLsid] Llal Adi G

AeIAd dHoll YSIEIHT A MRAUINA S & 5, AsURA UBRAal A1UR
FAR €191 SUIHI 41D Vol SSARAUS! HidIGIHI 241D AR dIE] BUR dHall
54 YJR 541 HI2 A5l 8] ciSal &l & ol ddHall %IRI HIPAYYIH]
AH1dd so edigel yel Ad, Yo didlsdl e, (Aol asi3l 2l
Qlid so% &ldl A, &ldall eldioll diglal LvdlSloA FSdidi 2419 d
dA1A Al2lvidell AHIUR &ldoll So% HAdIg Y¥RIAd & AHY A
Al2ividoll HHA AT AR & AY wLINdd & dHY Eldig SRLl
Fdl dARA wendd 8§ 5, “dl SiHoll ulddigldl A
dl.19/04/1993 ol A% AlIvidHl ¥endd eldidiol]l «dla dildl
.30,000/- i duiel s3] Ayal Arevd s3I ddl Hell U2
2.29,000/- 2dIsRl d % [Edd ARkvd ®. sudl elgigid]
¥Hlotoll sool A Alzividl A48l s3] ANl RIRGIE Alvidd]
RAl Y¥o IY¥0iR dadlengR (Mlddilal MAaiA) v s
ogl AHY AsRel YW Aadl qUNd dgl da  UlAUiElAIA
Aleivicofl 2Rdlg] Uide S olél 892 d1.11/03/2004 ofl RAY
ufddgigldlal oflZlA AUl ©dl SARel] AHHA A olel ¥l sidoall
Eldiof SRLI Gaud LAA B.” AHIH, &ldoll EIYIHI dIEloll S0
ciloral vl A, 4o Hidlsell weini, Aot asA?] ial Qlid s61 &ld]
YA ddl UsRell &slsd 15U UBRIal cliciddll el AA1dd] ofell 3
dAIRA Asdd uRAsial ddal sig eslsa eldidi ¥idd ofell. ayai
YIEIRA Y S YAUIHI AAiS—164 &l 2. Al2Ividofl aisH dl AHis—
166 ¢l Ais—169 eldidiofl oo ulAdiloll MAdia sAse dsel

®(1996) 8 SCC 128
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HA] d gsHl a&l vigd viididel [A3R e2a1d91 Y SAl B A?l AIS—
170 &l Ais—178 Hl UlAdIElAA HIsAd oflZlA d&l —-AUd (AR
€2a19%1 Y A B dHY dIEl LdRl Ais—181 &l Ais—189 Y¢l
eldidiaf] alototl 2A1H oidoil oi—8—31 d&I-7/12 Al 6 &SS UM Y
s 8 i eldigiofl «wlololl Hidls UlAIE]l oi— 8- alURMIY
AHogdey sell weng A1d & dHYy dIElRA Y SA AHIS—185 dIq)
A2Ts1s 6855 Unisdll oisd ¥Idl dHi dI. 27/12/2003 dil A%l ol
0i—3271 &lal Adl ddi &Agdd & 5, eldididd]l aidd] ¥lol oid]
RAHi] Yofl RAHI FRAYIHI AH1dd & AHY d1.24/01/2004 ofl A%
ol oi—3286 &l UlAUIElRANA donll ugiRIH s1dlall iRt dlS dRAIY
ot s2Add] & a1 d1.29/08 /2006 ol A% ollt) si—3663 &l 1didiai]
¥¥lototl HICISIA slcioll ¥3lot AatcReiY 2ega Y 5220101 2. A
€2d19% o1—3737 d1.29/0/2006 ofl A% AUIRl sdldll ol & ¥
1€l 2y sl GURlsa Y191 a@ll vellslo %idl diglofl seo eflaigel
uell 8l el Yo Hidlsol] eiai, (Aol dsAR) 24al 2lid &) dY Felig
o®fl. ayai di€lall vellsTouai AsaA uRRiciall sig el dedl ¥Rl
A1ddl o 8l) &ldall diglall eld]l AsUA UBRIclotl AHIUR YRl UIE]
Uit ol®fl dg 24ofl s1éaf Hiotg & Fefl uel sidall diglofl e1dl A1)
A1 7 1A 11 Hi & Adla U 8,
19.3). &lddl ¥R Adl ulddigld] ayHi WJYId & § Wlgls
Usidod del 23542l uxRlalall vdl 235 119 Hioll 2AsI™ oigl d olleid
vel giglofl sig 3211 § edld sl ol a 2dec] qiElA #ida ele
Asoflonef] [Ao1d & sREIB dIglA Hidld ATUYUH ElE Fdl UlddIElA
s2A 2. Aleluiddl] ais] &d] 254 2d1s13] AUl e2d1d% s3] 2A1Ud|
d@l ofl® el eidigiaf] wallotall se¥l 2%, A12Ividell UlAdIElRA di€la
AUl el ¥ dul Asdd uBRIaiel sowell 24 Hidls &Adl & d
[Astiual Sdlol] €1€ HIAA 8. A1, G E1€ URUR [AAY] €l B,
BURlsd 2ied! dlld. dsl Aeldd In Mohan lal (Decd)
Through His Lrs. Kachru V/s Mirza Abdul Gaffar’,

71995 (0) AUJEL -SC 17989
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s8Add & 5, Para-4. As regards the first plea, it is
inconsistent with the second plea. Having come into
possession under the agreement, he must disclaim his
right thereunder and plead and prove assertion of his
independent hostile adverse possession to the
knowledge of the transferor or his successor in title or
interest and that the latter had acquiesced to his illegal
possession during the entire period of 12 years, i.e.,
upto completing the period of his title by prescription
'nec vi nec clam nec precario'. Since the appellant's
claims is founded on Section 53-A, it goes without
saying that he admits by implication that he came into
possession of the land lawfully under the agreement
and continued to remain in possession till date of the
suit. There by the plea of adverse possession is not
available to the appellant.
AR). dyHi &ldofl 2RY A1A dI€ldl YH1d dl AAA weINdd &
3, UlAdIEIRAIRA AIG eldioll SIA eldidio]] Adsd UAIE] 6i-8 o ).
dAIRI €d1dY Foll 6i—3737 d1.29/06/2006 ofl A% AL SE &
*l UQAUIE]l of 1 &l 7 oA 220%2 2ARI™U. AHIH, BUASd SRENA
qig€lofl edld asaut o2l Axx dIElA ¥ YSIEI Y 5A B A YSIElf]
gslsdl d&l A2 Aal &ldall eldiofl GuRsd UUT sAT Yol
esIsdl a8l A2 A3 Ad21 FRIIEY AA1ddl 8ld, d YSIERA &ldoall
5441 digla siguel A HeEE3U ARY A o2l
13). 1A, Al sIA dilofl E1dl 2RVl HYFR GueE] dal dIElUA 2
&AA €2d 1% BUe] % IR A &slsd RUre RN B 5, slddl €14
AL UL 2NE-0, 3d—-aa ofl FardIg] LAia Adi, € AUl U1 B
dg 212lofl Sléaf Hiolg B. ¥ Aec] 1 - oy 9] AEIAd 5JAAH B &, 1—

In Rajendra Bajoria V/s Hemant Kumar Jalan®,
Apex Court held in Para-20 that, It could thus be seen

2021 (0) AUEL -SC 67716
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that this Court has held that the power conferred on
the court to terminate a civil action is a drastic one,
and the conditions enumerated under Order VII Rule
11 of CPC are required to be strictly adhered to.
However, under Order VII Rule 11 of CPC, the duty is
cast upon the court to determine whether the plaint
discloses a cause of action, by scrutinizing the
averments in the plaint, read in conjunction with the
documents relied upon, or whether the suit is barred
by any law. This Court has held that the underlying
object of Order VII Rule 11 of CPC is that when a plaint
does not disclose a cause of action, the court would not
permit the plaintiff to unnecessarily protract the
proceedings. It has been held that in such a case, it
will be necessary to put an end to the sham litigation

so that further judicial time is not wasted.

¥). AH, Al sIA UQAUIERA &Rl GURsd ¥y sJAIHI A41Adl

YSIERAIHT UINA su1Hi 211Ad1 Rgidl dxy A1 U1R{l. 215-v,

3d—q ofl sRIEISIY AU A&l BURlsd YSIERAA Llal Adi, %RAR

A1 SIA dIElAlal &ldall E1d] SAIg] SIEf SIUEAW] SRLI Gcu &JAd of

8l al 2olod] Ase, 19480fl sAH—43 d2l ARARI SAR Ased

SAH—23 ofl K18 o1Sdl &1} dH% dI€lol] 21 URUR ([ARA] el ¥

8ldoll USIall £1914] 13411l 22s19diof] AAelddoll 5% 8. A dHIA

ANHI, A1 SI13 UAUIE] dF S WYRAIAH] UYE Y1 B d A
AN, elddl ulQgiglAol A1 U2 20182-9, 3d—aq ol 2R
HyR 531, oflA Yxoioll gSH SAIAHI 241 B.

— [uid] §SH —

AH1efl, uldgiglel] siciofl 212 "HYR" sAIAHI 2419 B.

1€l eldl 2R Eldiad]l sRIFAQ Aledisl  2H1EA-v,
(GlRAH—22 Ao E SAAIHI AID B,

dI1E1A1A del UlAdIElRAA UldUldiall W 1d eflaigd],

24/25



25 RCS 11 /2014

¥ Eldioll SIA SIe LdRI AIS—U ofl SIH AAIB Hallg gSHoll 22
adl eldidiof] Aasdell ueaa uRRed wmadl 2rudiol ¥ gsH
sdl 8dl, d A1e] d%e sAU1Hi AHI1d B.

U, 5SH Y¥O §SHalIY ERY.

§.  gs¥oll As aisd Ais— oll €191 22D 418 2Aud].

YSIEL:— 1% A% dRlU 20 H], HIE ore Aol RORSG ofl AY Y]

veldani difl Aeiaid] #idl 18l / Riss) s3lal s sAUIAHT AIRAL.

sies| Aia11el] (3.ell.cr1924R)
dl.ao/0¢/R0S MDY 019UY
Ulodluid 2A1dla «, slesi Aianell.
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