omeu L 2 femwulwed EHloeTmd, eumelinlly, GG LOT6IL L LD.
wereeflemev: Hlp.D.yrbsGemorag M.A., M.L.,

rei L 2 flemwuilwe Bmdlud).
20221 u(pLLD LOMTE Lmgld 02 mHreT
whilevey gy emT(® TS TS 181D BreT LgeTlpsmin

EA.No. 55/2021
in
E.P.No. 27/2008

S.V &g
..... LeSMTiTseT/3b sriileri/3in srinferi

//adli//

A. sror & @ srorl & Getemer
A. sLblp&Qaedeuenr
..... sTHITLEISTTTS6T/1,2 WaESTTiTEH6T/1,2 eurdlser

@&@diuremenr  02.12.2021 Cadl elemrmend@ aESSIULH  L@ISTTTS6T/3LD
srideri/3n sridlert  aupssdlet SHlwm.K.S. Trardlmeiamar  JeuTsem gy smrmelul,
sTSTLEISTTTS6T/1,2 LEISTTTSar/1,2 aurdlsar sridsd . KKrall geuisear gy srmeu,
sLbS 15.02.202210 GCadl @irdluaimgdle @mdlurs alerrmend@ aubs6uTE, @mSTILILD
GCalsiu @O, Jgouemmmasmert uflfumer Osuigid @iwamelsd Germ kbl
QULPBISIL 6UIT6T...

2§57

Qis it @illuremsmmyn  edliwausTriseT/ wagrrissr Srids  flonGammige
wayellsd Gy weysmriss/3b sriderm o feawuwilwe elemreamsm moLwom &FlLLD
slLemer 21 alldl 97 wnmid 99 whmmid s L0fley 151Uy Frésm GEuigsTer @IboielsT
glrlug Floaflheh searmn @hlsg (Maintainability) wsedlsd Sitey arewr  Geusmiip

@&@MliurememT gréae GlEuwiul (heTerg).
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1) e dligusTriset /wE@FTTisEet /aurdlser Sy eurglenrulled & mesLo:

Qs fiir ardTasTrTEeT/aETTTsar 9iFe apd@ erewr. OS.No. 54/2003 eaupddler
uTdlEeT sTeTmId, FM apssTarg Urdardlsmers s EUUGGS Sarder el
wpnd Brssr 2 msgssLemer uflarmn Gamfl gréss QauwiulL $lo sLpg 29-10-2003
Cadlulled " aurdlaEnsE srsswors Silymr womih sSrourmeer UniGssiulLgl eTeTmi,
gigar  Gufl  drdlamdlaet sridse  aeaels Guawsmpuihd  QuliLLT&STsD,
QiEleomGaunnign wa sréss Geiwiul @ @amariy olsrmromansgh Uataf®h SLbs
02.07.2013 Gsdl FloomCunmisen L SamSoTs Serepuy el (eTeTg eTaTmiL,
Iiger Gufly Quigmed o wifdloaimn, wgemr Hmemulled Srmie) way STEsa CFUG
@mariy ellerremamis@ Ueref(h CRP (MD) No. 1451/2013(NPD)-6atug &Lkg 02.03.202 1w
Cadl drmie] way YEHSSHULD), SFuTder eUUELLL PYETNIITSG STaSS. L SHNEGeT
HleomGoummiuL Couemr@ et euflasmOFe 2 Sdlre;  UnbtlEsiul Heterg  eTaTmLD,
@nklemeaulsd ereiells o flamwuledl gy s&lTbliuTaryrer wesTrT/3b  SridlETTTe @)D
FTéEs0  Geiniul @Qeterg  eteTmid,  giGeyd  slLlueGur,  QuT@pemTsnLoLig Guim
ONSSSHHSON  eTeaTmid, gnserGa @hg BT weausmrfler wLTLT 2 mejpammweTer  S.
Tru&sdirer &/6u. siuTQulgwn’ aeatuaT srésm CQsug Gamfléms wayend @msriy
sllemromensgl  Uarafh  setepue  Qaumiu’ (eterg  eermid, oy er  Gufled  smaiels
CuedyemmuiGLr, miGar sréss QeuwwliuLaldme g, serGoar @mariy el Sw
graTpreluEseileaiuy  nsarCa  FHluainssre Camfléms wey Biirsfss o Sdlrey
Uminfgasiu’ L e, e WemTHLD ey Srésen Geuiw (pigwrg saTmid, @lbuamiails g
aupsdlar Uirdlaurdlest CarsasiuLalsbme arnid, &0 aIp&SE bLalgsmaulle Srifermes
@eveurs gefliulL 2 flew Carmn puGT 2 flamwulluem ellgTramemnT HeoL WeongaL LD S L amer
21 afl$l 97 wmmid 96Ty WY STHSM Gl @D saTmid, gueTTe @hS BT sl
LEISTITITleT Lmom 2 mejsmmweter [TLEShSITeaT aarual gnsarto Frasn CFils
S Geuememr gaT@EnUly GEunuiu’ Oaterg eermid, HaomGaumme BElosTmd WG 25
QarLirurer  ellgmremerer Qe o femwouflsbemey  eTeuTmID, LaSTTT/3D  SrldeTi  gjeurg)
CamflémasE YoTams geemd ageln sréese Qeuweldme earmid, Gomuig
TTwdshdlrer eaiuaT gnsarGa grsse GEug GCarfléms wa mLeugbmsullenst
weomdgl @l Srose GElwiul Heterg eermi, HlomGaumnmed Fdloeimd epaTmTLD
Sriferi weyelensr ellaTrensm Gauw gydlamy euriby @leoemeaGuweTmid, Sy sLermefl el
epeTmmd  grudlert  greur  Qersdler  gamuasdllmig  GeaueflGumminLrg  Flamsulled
(Dispossession) 2 fflenwouflied memL(pemméslLid sLLemer 21 aldl 99aTLe L) ST GlEui

@uwieorg) steTmid, 20050 euBLSSldlmEG dirliumensmulest Lsvsmerr Gum (pipwimosd @Gg BT
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EleomGainmed W@IFTT 2 6TETTT 6TOTMID, JYLEMETOTIUTETT 6UEMTLLL LHWID il&emeiwimeor
B.0.8M.9.1 wonLh Bn.er.g.2atue sreur Qarsdlar gmuansdmer Cum HlonGammed
e 2 flenoulenLweui eTaTmid, eTerGeu @NbeETIT STy SLermafl 966Ts ePETMTLD
syl ereorm Hlemevullsd, smeur CleTslemen gy sHlyhlggin, srar Qersdladlmbg Geremmu
Cadl auenr QeuafllGumminLTs Hlameuulled, 2 flenoullied elsmyensmr KL (pmmESF LD &L LemeT
21 elldl 99miLig @Ubogy| FTEHSH GlEww F Ll 2 fawuldarsre, ggen F LD &b
slleormeurs (Question of law) W&elled &itey smewr eudluMSH @SGSNIUILTEDET ST&s60

CEuwiL” ReTaTHTS T GIEmTSHSLILL L G|.

2) v/ adiwgFTrT Sy ergieurgemyuiled & (ms sLo.

Leyielsd SHemrlater eUTEISHET TS SeuMTerg) ereTmid, 2 swwrenoulled @Qkg FliT
FleomGonmisen LaFTITTe, g0 s oemr. 54/2003eTup  FTeur GEFTSHFGISHSmeT
QuTIGg aeunder eUusnLly womn ks 2 msgss Lemst uflemmn Camfl  g&6
aupsdlar Ardlaurdlsermer sinflywsmiiu swi wHmd GCegrmosT gy HCurTeErse Hims
grésm  QEwiu’®, Guhue eysEh &sLbg  20.10.20030 Cadlulsd  EHsSmeliLLg
giriuremsmnurs  Wnidlésiul Geterg  erermid, gger  GarLiddurs  FlomCeaumnmiged
wegrryred E.P.No. 27/2008&TLy @k HleomGaummign wey srésa GQaiwiul’ @, @\masriy
sllgmrememis@ Ulereal(h apsdlomL  Qarsdlmer gemLwmerd STampTSETe, SLES
02.07.2013 Gadlulled setEmue Geumwiu’ @eaterg sermid, Guomuy SeTEpuy 2 SSlralng
stdlyrs HleonCannse wagmrrme wreerblg o wirkdloamb wgemr Slemerulled drmile] we)
stewr. CRP(MD) 1451/2013(NPD)etrLlg Log) ST&e Gl&uig @maTiy ellgmyemenrs g Wemaf®
2.3.2021 Gagliled &ipmw pHluain 2 Sdlre] KeEsne Qg seaurder elumLly Gauu
2 Sdlrey WmidlEsiu (hererg erermid, Gumue elufbiseT SHFoWD SreT @QB% EIT
LISTTHSG Qafluekgererg eermi, o amemwuls, Guomuy SmaTsg eNUTEISEHLD,
wrewiylg Bdluearm gl eped eliumL iy CEiws ks 21.10.20210 Cadlullsd BLalgsHma
shss Yunsl Qs Gurwg srer Gafluarmksg eearmi, o aewulsd Gy aIpsE
Sl Lemerer 1 LOYID 2 gl &5s QFTSgISSHT @S5 EIT LESTIHSEG UTSSWOILL G
Sliuelsg aumdlarn eumeliully 'L, Kersgmer dlpmon farGea 13/1146 14 Qe
@b whmid 10/6C260 1-1/2 Q& @ o8& Qurssn 15-1/2 Gemil @I SHnEeT
ILESwgT@L. berm geursermed Gomuly @I Sdlar aaumdarsmawn’ CaTdg elumLLiy
Qauw aupgetarars GaflallésiulL g s, Gumuy G&Tdg sreur laug wss Qarsdlan
SILBIFlW6ToTHTSH SIS 20031b S, 6T0Tg 60 S, 6OGTOTLLITGIT T Sfl&amaulled

allgsSTL UL (HeaTerg eermid, steorGey Gomuly seumgenr eULEMLLL SeUMT6TE 6TerTmILd,
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2 euuremLoulled LEISTTHSEG Sefldg ursSwius @ wrer Berssmer  dimo  farGe
stemr. 13/11460 14 Qaemi @b Gumuy @I b elerremem BHloein Iy ememmureari ifléams
LhmILd euemTULSH 26085 ass GCeradlar @ uGHwurs GO (HeTerg eTeTmLD,
9I6s6umsd gTGau stemr. 10/6C260 Qe 1-1/2 @I wrarg elsTrenee BHloeTn gy mevOTLIT
afl&me wnmib aepru_Gdled lag m&s Qersdld aLuym ugdule o erer_miISugTs
s LOU (heTergl.  eeormid, ous Grggn 15-1/2 Gl @ rarg @ISy HsE
urHuiu’Lgres  @aoluems, GaTsHg elueLly GHW  SumSens FLelgHms
sihSSIU (DeTerg 6TOTmID, F0 PSHSG bLalgdmauld, @ns i LasTriTsamen
sriferisarms Carssmod sreur Qersding aeaels soubgblomrs sinflwemiiu swi,
whmid  Gegirmwer gy SlGurismer  sridarisars  Geisg  BHluaimsams  swmhil
sSmelILL g diriurenser QUDmIETETTTSET eTeTmid, I|SamiglILmLUle), HauTdarsma s(h&Has
Quns Q&g aumdlarmrisar seTmid, TG Gumuly HonCaumnniga waalemer SerEpLiy
Qauw  Gevewngwg geudlworerg eeTmid, o aumwuled we GETdg  elursdle
sremillsiul L u@durarg snewown ameiully Gumbg Hmow ugd eermid, Gumuig
Cumis Flemeow Qarsg g ausdlar rdlaurdlsear whmib geurg sslusTmi S.S. FrogmLl
swimed 19710 gy emmgGe Cumhg Blmawsdnsrs udle Qeuniu’L srertlsL g6l
usSITD eweud geTemmu BErGSTET Simw ucgsTwsSnG CsT@SsIU G el Lg eTeTmi,
Gumulg 2 emtemw elurmismer s fhCs GCosmhOLaTCn woNSE T aIESS LOHMILD @IS
Kl HleomGounmmised ey Srésan Gauiu (hererg sermi, earCer @Es BT flemGonmise
ol SeTepuly Gt Gesmid  eremid, Smeur Qersdlar g@uaGdle @ng EliT
LEISTTT @WHE eimSlerm flemsullsd, seurger sliuenL iy Ly QIPEIS @UITE] 6TeirmILD,
sTeorGeu Log) SeimemLly GlEunuiiu. GelsmwT(Hd sTaTmd eTdliTaumsid Qe L g.

Cueaud @is Blir Carfléms waaLar sréasa QEuwiu (HeTem SmLwdsre| Cam
EA.No. 54/2021 weelsd wegmryrmed Gumue Sreur QFTsgid sLbg 28.06.2007 GaHdlullsh
Trwdsidirer Qaerery eaim Trudssdrar saruaflLdimig SHoqwn Quniul HeTers)
steoTmid, Gomuie Trwssdlrer e @Gmedl Qrlgwri serueuflblgmig 15.10.19541
Cadlledr gmour Qersdlemer Hleoqwid  Qummierermt  eTeTmid, oy&  GlETLTUTET
JLEITTRIGET  @QU@IeL T STéHSM  Ceuniiul (Heterg  eermid,  6TerGas  Guomuig
FleomCoummized wey HLalgsamaulmer 1658 g 2 Saral Coemnewg ojaudluiwmerg) sreor

stdliTeuragd Qeunuiing L g).

3) @maTiy eurgiemy wHmi aysE Curmeramwsmer ufldaamear Gaugdln, @Ihs

Hlir Gamflsems aa)b o flenwulwe elleTremesmnr B (pmnds LD slLemer 21 aldl 97 wmmib
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ey  FrESe  GeElwiu Qeterdls, Casrflsms g Gsumemr  wesTIT STy
sLammeflurs @leers Hlameullawn, sraur Garsgdlar gmuasdalmig Brarg Cadl ey
QeueflCwmminLrg  Bleweuulleitd, (Not dispossessed) @wey uflsmn &Ll NS
g lgWigledemen eTeTm FLULLD Smihg elearmelsmer (pSHellsd Sire] sremr Geuemiy ElenmGaumnmed
LEISTITTE @S@GMiuTamen grésm Qewinl Geterg. Gumuy @mMliuTememT WemLiLiy
@IS Frésm  GewiuLmod  @Ghllurmemurs Sréss  CQEuiul g (mhsGUTSaILD,
Gliurenswrullesr  epeld  eTeflmalu@Ssiu L QuT@emTen  @ibeeleT  &FLLLLLTe
Hloallh@h searmn QaTLiuTararsan, FUL Frmg alarmarsan, (Question of law)
Qosdarn Homoulgn, @hblonCaummed wa alorbg Qee STETLSMHE LWwTeTLLEE
2 wirtglwearmid, auflaT’Giso 2 sdlre; Unidsgierer Hamauuwlmid, g CSTLILTS  (LpS6dld
gire] srenr Ceuemmgwg) gjeudluorarsrsGe @nBSloarmd &mgising.

4) gisoiuy E&GCsrfléms womb oy Geumenr waygTyr, iy sLerTatlure
Qeveurs  flemeuuflaud  (Not Judgment-debtor) @meur Qarsdlear  gaiuasSledlmhgl
QeuaflGummiLL g  Fleweouleud  (Not Dispossessed) @&Camflaéma way 2 flamLouiued
sllgmrenernr GOl (peomFF LD  SlLemer 21  eilldl 97 wmmrd  99eiug  &UlLlLig

flenablnssasssm? (Maintainability) seTusng dite| sremr Geuenipwig eudlwiomer Hm@L.

5) Guad HleomGaummed wegTrymed girliumenemruile Leemar CLMISNE STLILITenEUOT
Quimeu 2 MemwwemLwein earmLd, flomGaunme FHluatnn drluramend@ IluTan Gl&ee
Wigwrg etermid, smseTGor Camflsma way serEnpuy Qi Hlameullsd, LiswTHLD
emT(hId STéHsen QEud e gNSHs5SHSH00 Termid, seurdsr @iply egmulL  ewTef(h
L GG, 2 femouilwed elgmrenemr men peom&al L slLemer 21 alldl 99y uflemyin Camry
Quigitd  eTeiTmID  Feumdheer  @pliy  eymuLeTd eteiTm  eTlTUMTITed Gamfldems  LaGeur,
L Gauememr eEGour Fresan OQsun @uierg seTmid, SiriuTensor Gubmeufler meavsmeoT
SeumTer e BLelgsmassellelphg UTgieTss  Gesmmipgw  sLemwn  flomGaimmed
bHoaTmSSNEG 2 6TeTg ML, SES BLalgsmassr Bolular maser QUTEGLG almrnhg
gty sreTliLLGolsmT(OD TaTmId ITSIDMISS ASNG ISToUTS pullhsemiL (peTSTiLser
GLIgSHSHTLLLLILL &)

1) 2021(2)MWN (Civil) 578 Rahul S. Shah (v) Jiendra Kumar Gandhi & Others
CODE OF CIVIL PRECEDURE,1908 (5 of 1908), section 47, order 21 -
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA, Articles 141,142,&144 - execution proceedings —

mandatory Guidelines _ Unnecessary ordeal of litigation _ Urgent need to reduce delays and



ensure delivery of complete justice — Mandatory Guidelines to all Courts dealing with Suits
and Execution proceeding issued — All high Courts to update all Rules relation to Execution
proceeding, issued -All High Courts to update all Rules relating to Execution of Decrees in
consonance with directions within one years — Directions to remain enforceable till then.
CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE, 1908(5 of 1908), Section47, Order 21, Rules 2, 11, 22,
97 & 99 - Execution proceedings — Dilatory tactics — Steps to ensure unambliguous
Decree- Execution Court not to go beyond Decree — Nonetheless, unwarranted, practice to
conduct re-trial at Executive stage — Decree-holder deprived from fruits of Decree and
undue benefit extended in favour of judgment-debtor.

2) 2019(5) CTC 104 M. Sathyan Sundarajan, Managing Partner, M/s Athreyaa &
Co.,prestige smart Kitchen, (v) K.R.S. Janakiraman

Code of Civil Procedure,1908 (5 of 1908, Order 21, Rules 97& 192-Decree for specific
performance _ Decree affirmed by supreme Court — Execution Petition filed for delivery of
possession of Suit property — Obstruction .

Petition filed by Obstructor, held, not maintainable.

3) AIR 1992 ALLAGABAD 198 Nisar Ahamd and others, Petitioners V. V. Addl.
District Judge, Azamgarh and others,

(B) Civil P.C. (50f 1908), 0.21 R.97 — Execution — Obstruction or resistance by third party
— It is not compulsory for decree — holder to make application under O.21. R. 97.

Court has go the interests the duty to protect the interests of the decree-holder as against
malafide obstructors, who may have intention to stultify the proceedings of execution.

4) AIR 1988 ALLAHABAD 52 Smt. Sona Devi and others, Petitioners V. The District
Judge, Allahabad and others,

Civil P.C. (1908), O. 21 Rr. 97,98,99 (as amended in 1976) — Scope — Dispossession by

decree- holder or purchaser — Objection under O.21, R. 99 — Maintainable by a person other
than the judgment-debtor complaining of his dispossession only after he is dispossessed
from the premises which constitutes the subject —matter of decree- If executing court were

to stay its hands till investigation into third party’s claim is not finally decided then it would
result in depriving the decree- holder of his possession because of filing of repeated
spurious claim. Case law discussed.

5) AIR 1994 HIMACHALPRADESH 94 Ram Krishnan, (vs) Ruida and others

Civil P.C. (5 of 1908). 0.21 Rr. 97, 99, 101 — Execution proceedings — Objection by third



party in anticipation of his dispossession — Not permissible.

6) AIR 2000 GUJARAT 36 Bhsvnagar Transport Company (v) Valmikbhai Himatlal
Patel

(A) Civil P.C. (5 of 1908), O 21, R. 97 Decree of possession — Execution of Obstruction by
third party — Adjudication — Filing of application by decree holder for resisting or removal
of such obstruction — Is condition precedent — Obstructor cannot directly move executing
Court for adjudication of his title to property.

8.Now referring to the Point No.1 mentioned above the Construction of Rule 97 of Order 21
is required to be looked into. A bare reading of Rule 97 of Order 21 given clear impression
the the right to move the Court is conferred upon the decree holder only and not to anyone
except decree holder.

This is so. Because if third party claims title over such property, which is being recovered in
pursuance of an execution of a decree, remedy is always provided to him to file a civil suit
for the tile, or if an .y such party is dispossessed, Rule 99 of the Order 21 of the Civil
Procedure Code confers a right upon such party to move the Executing Court to inquire into
the title of the property.

7) 2003-4-L..W.438 R. Devadass (v) The Subordinate Judge, Ponneri, Trivellore Dist.,
C.P.C.. Order 21, Rules 91,99. Section 144,

Court has got the duty to protect the interest of the decree-holder as against malafide
obstructores, who may have intention to stultify the proceedings of execution .

10. The question before this Court is as to whether there is any adjudicatable material on his
behalf? This is so because the Court have got a duty to protect the interests of the decree —
holder as against the mala fide obstructer, who may have an intention to stultify the
proceedings of execution. It is not wrong on the part of the Executing Court to examine the
availability of the adjudicatable matters in the application of obstruction filed by the
stranger to the decree. A blind and stereo types method of receiving and activating every
application without nowing as to whether it is bona fide or mala fide is an unhealthy trend
and before and application is entertained, especially at the state of execution of a hardly won
decree the Executing Court has got an inherent duty to search for the availability of the

bona fide adjudicatable material.

8) (2004)4 M.L.J. 118 (S.C.)P.Janardhana Rao (v) Kannan and others



Civil procedure Code (V of 1908), O.21, Rule 97 — suit for ejectment — Decree obtained —
Execution of the decree — Obstruction by a person claiming to be in possession — Such

objections are barred by the provisions of O.21, Rule 97, C.P.C.

6) uwmores @&CasTi&me LEISTITTH, &M aP&SE STluTemenr GoTEpLTs
Quniu’L g erermd, Gersdle sefliu'L o fowiurgdlun o erer flemeuiled, seufliu’ L
|F0 UPSSTS FToHs0 QEuwmon o fawoullwe allgTreamen oL onss L s L mear 21
el 97 wmmid ety Camiflseme/ gl CaLmenn e STSHSM CEFILMD 6aTMID, I)|SH6meT
alldl 101eiLe FHlypeomuiled gite| sramCamib saThld gnsarGn CsmilEms Laisser
S6mEnlle GEnuiulL g ety SeLsCHET LTS IMWTE TaTmid &6 aIPsE LmnID
BleoonConmss v BpLagsmsuls QE&EGarilsms/ g Coumen wagmyT STt
@semaGweTmid, sterGeu Gursigwrs Gubm STiuTensmmlsmer gL Gsusmenr Q& o M
o smi( ereormud, (P elsmyamendleTdl SeTEpuy QFUE 2 S55Te] UaTel(h STHSM
Qauwiu@n Gaerfléms waelng YaTSTIY SmLWTS Iemowng sarnid, 2 femouiiied
sllamrenemr EHenL (pemméF L slLeamer 21 alldl 97 wmmid 99eTLIQWITET LY T PSS
Guretrmg) eTeTUGTE, GuTgomer eumily GsrGSgE (Pueowrs elsmyememr  CEFILTL6
2 L uriglimas S6im el Qg @uwierg erermid, Camflsmae wayailear &L gny searmw Ghlss)
2 L GUTglITS SiT6) SIEmTLOme) (Pemwns allgmrensms @ el Sy el Gasmi@GLd
sTEUTMILD, SeuTSer @SS et g Geusmenr Qs o flamouiemi( are)d auTSmISS
IIBNG PSTUTS ipuliMSemTL (LPeuTSiTLILSaT Sl lg &ML L g|.

1) 2019(6) CTC 543 Mari and other (v) Thangavel and another

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908) Order 21, Rules 97 to 99 to 101 — Once
Application under Order 21, Rules 97 to 99 is filed, but under Order 21, Rule 101
automatically applies — Applicants barred from filing separate Suit raising same contentions or
setting or independent title in themselves — Remedy for person facts dispossession in
execution of Decree to which he is not party, is to move Executing Court under Order 21,
Rules 97 to 99 & prove his independent right — Suit not maintainable in view of bare under
Order 21 Rule 101.

The law is now well settled that a person, who intends to obstruct execution of the decree,
settling up independent title need not wait for actual dispossession. He could move the Court
under Order 21, Rules 97 to 99 of C.P.C apprehending dispossession. Once such Application
is file, the obstructors will have to prosecute the same. Order 21, Rule 101, C.P.C provides

that the Executing Court can determine all questions relating to right, title and interest of the



obstructors in the said Application itself for the purposes of deciding the said question, the
Court which hears the Application shall be deemed to have jurisdiction to decide those

questions.

2) 2013(3) CTC 356 Ram Prakash Agarwal & another (v) Gopi Krishnan (Dead)
through Lrs) & Others

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908) Section 151 — Exercise of power under provision
—When warranted- Provision, held, not a substantive provision but a mere procedural
provision — Provision facilitates conduct of proceedings in accordance with justice and equity
— Inherent powers under provision to be exercised in absence of any prohibition-Prohibition
barring exercise of inherent powers, held need not be express but can also be implied —
Exercise of power under provision can be resorted to when fraud has been played upon Court
or for rectifying mistake committed by Court — However, provision cannot be resorted to
when fraud has been played upon a party- Power under provision, held, is to be exercised
when there is no other available remedy in Code- Power under provision, not to be exercised
in contravention to or by ignoring any provisions of law.

3) 2008(5) CTC 137 Kayalvizhi (v) S.Parthasarathy and another
Code of Civil Procedure,1908 (5 of 1908) Order 21,Rules 35(1) and 97- Law of Execution

— Removal of obstruction — Person bound by Court to adjudicate claim — Word ‘any person’
includes all persons resisting delivery of possession including those not bound by decree
including tenants, strangers and persons claiming right on their own — Wife living under same

roof along with husband/judgment-debtor nota bona fide obstructor.

4) AIR 1997 SC 856 Brahmdeo Chaudhary Vs Rishikesh Prasad Jaiswal,

‘It is pertinent to not that the resistance and/or obstruction to possession of immovable
property as contemplated by Order 21 Rule 97, CPC could have been offered by any person.
The words ‘ any person: as contemplated by Order 21 Rule 97, sub-rule (1) are
comprehensive enough to include apart from judgment-debtor or anyone claiming through
him even person claiming independently and who would, therefore, be total strangers to the
decree....Consequently, it must be held that respondent 1’s application dated 6.5.19991
though seeking only reissuance of warrant for delivery of possession with aid of armed force
in substance sought to bypass the previous resistance and obstruction offered by the appellant

on the spot. Thus, it was squarely covered by the sweep of Oder 21 Rule 97, sub-rule (1) CPC.
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One that happened the procedure laid down by sub-rule (2) thereof had to be followed by the
Executing Court. The Court had to proceed to adjudicate upon the application in accordance
with the subsequent provisions contained in the said order.”

9. From the above judgment of the Supreme Court, it would clearly appear that not only the
decree-holder or a person dispossessed in the execution of the decree has a right to make an
application to the Executing Court by person who is apprehending dispossession can also
make an application to the Court and when such an application is brought before the Court,
the said Court shall be obliged to make an enquiry into the allegations and pass an order after
making the enquiry into the right, title or interest of the party.

5) 2011(4( CTC 172 S.Murali Kumar (v) Selvamani and other

However, the factum of possession of the property has to be decided, based on the evidence,

which cannot be decided by this court in this Revision.

6) AIR 1998 SC 358 Shreenath and another (v) Rajesh & Others

Thus a person holding possession of an immovable property on his own right can object in the
execution proceeding under Order 21, Rule 97. One has not to wait for his dispossession to
enable him to participate in the execution proceedings. This shows that such person can
object and get adjudication when he is sought to be dispossessed by the decree-holder. For all
the aforesaid reasons, we do not find the Full Bench in Smt.Isha jain (supra) correctly decided
the law.

7) 2008(1) CTC 161 Niyatmat Ali Molla (vs) Sonargon Housing Co-operative Society
Ltd.and others

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908( 5 of 1908), Section 152, - Section 152 empowers Court to
correct its own error in judgment, decree or order from any accidental slip or omission — It is
general inherent power of Court — Court has to see that records are true and present correct
state of affairs — Court cannot, exercising power under Section 152, review Its judgments —
Error in decree may be corrected both under provisions of sections 151 and 152 — Accidental
slip or omission can be on part of Court or on part of its ministerial officers or traceable to
conduct of parties themselves — Error in description of property in Suit which had been
decreed could be corrected and decree be amended under provisions of Section 152
Particularly when statement contained body of Plaint sufficiently described suit lands —

Amendment order by Trial Court and upheld by High Court confirmed.
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8) AIR 2004 SC 511; 2004(1) CTC 55(SC) Ashan devi & Another (v) Phulavasi devi &
others

In View of the discussion aforesaid, in our opinion, the executing Court was well within law
in recording evidence and adjudicating the claim of the third party. The executing court
rightly rejected the preliminary objection to the maintainability of application of the Objectors
under Order XXI Rule 99 of the Code and decided the other issues on merits of their claims

arising between the Decree Holder and the Objectors.

7) @uueyeilar FlLgny seremw (Maintainability) QamLiurs gite) STaiLusNE
GCanfléms/ gy Gaumenr weasmi SirlyssLearmaflur  gseg iy ellurd were LipGu
ShganT  eaTumsud, sreur Carsdlar gEuald, wa FTEH0 s  CoHdulled
geurderr @y goul(BeTeTaT  eTUSWD (Sl 2 midl  Qauiw  CeuemTigwig)
SluFlworergrs @nBSloearmid &mgiding.

@& Qgr_iurs uflfamer GsuwbGurg, @Eg Bt Carflsma/ gyl CaLmenT WaISTTT
srinfled @ubsyellid, soLwgdire; Carmn E.ANo. 54/2021 waelain sreur Gamddlameor
28.06.20071 Gadl nrwéendlyer sauaflLdlmhg S Qubmy gger Gufle sreur
Qargdlemer 2 fewliurgdwid wHnw mue ursdlusdsd madg Imuald Qauig
mLSTSHaD, Guhue rrwdssdlzer  15.10.1954m Gadluled @G@mamdl  Qrlipwit
steorLeufIL(mig Slevqud QubmaTsald, greur CQersdng GCarfdms weysmrr Quuwiflsd
LLLT UL (GESSSTSAID UTSIMISS ISNDGSTIL Y eEmESEHD GID@IOIL 6T ST&s60
@ewwin’ Hererg).

permed  asE  Gemiysmer  uflFwemer  CQelwnG@uTwg, Qg BT
GCarflsme/ gyl Goumemr  waugmT  S.V. &gl srar Qersdlmer  Slaomun  Gub
28.06.20071 GsdleE werGu Gumuy prw&shdlrear earuanm sraur GaTsdled IeimsE
2 flemwiurgdlwn  @miusrs argorsg ser Gufle @iz Bif  HonmGaunme ey
pLaugsomaule  srildlermrs Gaissstasmfl o famwulwe elerrmee  maL (pmmés LD
slLemer 1 eldl 10(2)miLy we SroHse Q&g Igen FEA.No.70/2004eaTuy SLGS
01.03.200710 Gadlulled elamremenrsE aoHd maussiULlp@mEsS Hlemeuls, Petitioner Called

absent. Petitioner side no representation. Hence this petition is dismissed” eter& @I G
ger@pLly Qauwin’ Geterg GQafluaimSng. Guaid gser Guwiflsd Guomuy rrogendlrst
stoTueurmey Lem@ GCamiliing slLsnNE wauGor gmag Gumuly SeTemuly 2 gdlralsmer
L Gauemerr Qauig GuswpmmuiGLr gng SHmiGar agiawn sréss Geuliuallome

steTugl Qaflweumdlng. 9CxCuTsd smour GErdg Guhupwrmseg 2 famwiurgdwiorearg
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steor ellemibems Lflamyd Gamil aalals ggm aPSEL STEHSH GsuwiuLallsome. g 6T
Gumy serEpuy 2 SSlrallng Uateaf® Gubuy Trodendlrer eerueurme @IbaysTrT S.V.
sMhgl aaruamEE Qbs Bt Carflsms/g Caumemnr WaISTTHSHEG 28.06.2007ih Gaguils
gleomud Qaug) QarhssiuBerarg s flwuamElng.

8) gLy sreur Qargdled Gumuy TrwdsndireT earuame@miu o flemwiumgguw
LhmILd yeueiiurgSwn Fhloeaim FLalgsma epod FULluy 2 nFLOSSTS Elensulsy,
greur  Qargg  Qariiurs Urdemer  flamawldmsGnturgy 0 @ns B
GCanfléms/ gy GaLment waISTT(HEEG 2 flmwwrmnn Csug Soruiusdrn udle Csug
Qarhadmiug gLy gnss5HssH66 6aren @Endluarnd &maSng.
sGeureufled Gamdgiflen wrHmFs LD 1882 eLig

“oThSGleuT (@ BUmL ST GeraiiprTs 2 flmwmu oL s @gorar 2 flawsmw 2 flawowrpmpL

Gauiw @uierg”
sTeuTLgID Blemablmssiu’ L s L paioumflsGarur® oy @L.

Qarggiflenw wronFs’ Lsdlar g L wgerwurs gpuilnsssurg @O iul GisTerg).

Legal Maxim. 'Nemo Dat Quid non- habet — No man convey a

better title than what he has"

g6t af I (Lparf arem eIl GLoGUT GWLOWIT 6T 2_flenwelpang emng (eI QULDIBI& Querg ”

st S @MIIIL LU GlaTerg).

Gumuy & L pgGorfluyn wreyblg Gaarmer o wWikHloarmssTn ojpullns e
UPSHled Gl ip&HsTLLIUL (HeTerg).

Thukkaram (v) Shanthi Varadharajan case 2015(1) LW 468 (Mad)

Nemo dat quit non habet — No one can confer a better title that what he himself has.

gy Trosssdlyear oatualCr srer Gersdlar o flowiurgdun Gsmiurs
Bdloem apsE BLalgsms Hlameaulled @miug Cafig, Carflams e sresn CFug,
Yeteof(h) oiHemen SHemEhLIpsE el B, sTour Qersdled gams@arer o femwsmw BhlosTm
GLelgdhemas eypeld HlemrmlLrg flomouwled, geuflld @@bg Hoqwud  GuimgTsa,
IisemgliumLuilsy GCamfléms g Geusmemr waygmi WG GibwstiuflsTn Gsmfl wey)
Sras0 QFlgeTargid & LU JNSsSsHsa06 6TerCn @IEBdlnarmd &mgding.

9) 9GaGums Garflsmes/gy Gausmemr waugTTT sTeur Qersglar (peaTursHuesT
siaTdan b Gumue Trwdendlyar eeruaT sreur GQerdmg dHoqwid Qubm @@ el
Qrligwr ererueurg Guyer SlpGsedesT ererueuHD, Guomuy Gmerdl mwdlsEtsThss
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2 ulled eeuld Fmreur QETsHled LTSEwd @EiusTs @Es FlomGamme ey HLalgdHmeulle
srasn QFig Gorfléms we FEA.No. 26/2008 waieih @mariy elsrrmende Ulsmrsf(
S@Suller geliuemLulled semEmuy Qauwiu’ Heterg. Her Guifled saials GspsmmuiGLm,
FmiGar gréss Qi alodme. aarGa Carflsme/ gyl Caumemnr wasmT GOINGELD
greur Qersdlear (paTuTSHusigiaear eaimd, sTeur Qarsdlmister LTSHwGms BEloem
GLalp&ma epeld Hemusord Qauiwng flameoulsd, geurser sufl Samun QUDMSTS & mib
@iz Hif Camilsme/gl Caumenr LEISTTHSESG &LLluy EGubwe uflsTrn Homses
an_lgWidledemev eTeeTGm @G5Sl mID &([HEISImS.

10) Guand @E&Csrflams/g Ceumem weausmrT Srods HonmGammed e
BLeugdhemaulled prodsidliar eeruaut  srifemmres GCorsssGarfl  greT  LaySTSS
QzrwgrCr gally, Garfléms wa g o srésm Gawelsdme smer  edliTaurgi

Qe Lgl. gyermed “Gamyiu@id Hlamyemmd grer (psEwGn saily, slLinifle saumrs

@O i’ L Sler  ogyetiuemLulled  gitey  sreuiSenLrg”  setugid  [flemeublmissi L

sLL&GGSTLLTR I GLD. aigien  wreeiyhle o &8 BHumimsdled Pankajbhai
Rameshbhai Zalavadia v. Jethabhai Kalabhai Zalavadiya(Dead)
through LRs and others eaup&dled yardiiy aupmsiu’® 2017 (3)T.N.C.J. 793
(SC) et FL.L @sLled Lleys@End oLl (HieTeTs).

Judicial discretion - A mere wrong mention of the provision in
the application would not prohibit a party for the 1litigation
from getting Jjustice — Courts are meant to do justice and not do
decide the applications based on technicalities.

11) Gugud greur Gersdled uTsSwd @mUUSTS SreT TrTL&ShEITeT TeTLaITTE)
Gumup EA.No. 70/2004 wgienh sréss Gewwiu Qerarsre Gamfléme/ gy GaLismer
LEISTTT ST eUTSD FLL LU NS&& lpidlimen 6TarCm @Ihndloemn &masing. G,
Gumulg pro&sndlrear seaTuaGCrm geag sUlpGasaet seruaiGrm Gumuy EA.No.70/2014
mmitb EA.No.26/2008 sei@enLiy 2 s8lralng sdlnms eeiells sl Lo GsbL ey &mauLd
shssallime aeatugld eUUsGsTaTariul L  CuT LTS 2 aTergl. gperms  Gumuig
slurgdlemer weysTrT Gubwaels GO alsdme. gperme Gumuy IUTD WEISTTHSES
Qsflweakg), ogar GuiGCuGu BHuaim gy memurert sreur CaTsdlmer Lasgeamilsms
Qaulgl gflsms grasm CFugdled sraur Garsdgissat gflsmauled @Ol eilup
@uwaielled  @NUNILLUC BT e g. Iigerug  Guopmuye E.A.No.70/2004  mmid
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EA.No0.26/2008 e&ilugmiger L@ISTTHSES nsarta Qaflbgeter QuTmemTemn  serEm
@EpSlnaTmd smgSIng. aarta GCarflsms/gL Caumem LEISTT(HSHE OS.No. 54/2003
whmld @iEleomGaummge wa EP.no. 27/2008 mdloeim ELalpdHme Iemerdgid @)bLosy)
grésn CalugnE weartu gMtHwhant aarCn @hrSuarnd smadng. GCuad Smeur
Qarsdlear em uGSHuls Carilsme/ gl Caumenr LaSTTT Jamuald Qearmmu CHsl ey
2 oTergl eTeTUGID  @mSTidaud  eUUSC&ETaTeTILLL  QUITHeETTEnLOWITGLD. s16T G6!

geuTgenT @IPLILLD sTgIajD nLL allsemev.

12) ererGeu Gomuig 6ud@ QU memTenLgeilaruly @bogiailer L lLLial nLgeTsmLo
(Maintainability) QarLiurs  uflfwemer GauinnCurg, o Mamwwlwe  eleTreameo

EenL (pemméal L s Lener 21 eldl 9760 geulnssmiiaury @GHILL UL BT e g.

97. Resistance or obstruction to possession of immovable property. - (1) Where
the holder of a decree for the possession of immovable property or the purchaser of
any such property sold in execution of a decree is resisted or obstructed by any person
in obtaining possession of the property, he may make an application to the Court
complaining of such resistance or obstruction.

[(2) Where any application is made under sub-rule (1), the Court shall proceed to
adjudicate upon the application in accordance with the provisions herein contained.]

J|F6TU SiTliumeneoer GUMmeT 9ebeugl Blwerm elmusmer eyeld Qarsdlear omiueddlemer
Qun 2 flemweLweT 9eag Goum ks BUGD, Qarsdlar gmuaddlmar QuNIGHES
@eoLwm  goubd  ulssdle  Guoue  FULUOfleriy  Blemyewid  Gamreomd
gars@HIILILC QaTerg. Qe @Qhs BT weusTIT  gnsETGa STaur  GemSgleT
muagdle Q@Qmigs aumlerm  Hlameulled, GCumuye  slrlOflelleruye  Hleumemid
Carmeugmamer geudlid egad FL Ll spalseme erertGm @nBEloeTmid &maiSing.
strGou 2 MemiouTlwed elemyememr mevwL (pemm&s LD sSLLemer 21 alldl 97eLy ST&HES60
Qs @uway uflsmrd siLiuy @K HifGarflsms wHmD gy CaLmemT WEISTTHSS

SlevL & &8 lpwidledeney ererr Sire) smeuorliL(HSImG.

13) 9Cx6umed o flemwufle elgmrensmr e (pammésl L slLemsr 21 aldl 996
JlguimasenLaurn GBI iUl GeTerg.

99. Dispossession by decree-holder or purchaser. - (1) Where any person other

than the judgment.- debtor is dispossessed of immovable property by the holder of
a decree for the possession of such property or, where such property has been sold
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in execution of a decree, by the purchaser thereof, he may make an application to
the Court complaining of such dispossession.

(2) Where any such application is made, the Court shall proceed to adjudicate
upon the application in accordance with the provisions herein contained.]

gy uflfomer @suiwnGurg), gy sLarmefl gears Um guer eaimD  IemEuwr
Qergdlar @anmdmrdmg Srluremen GubmeTTed Jebeg Bdloeim elbhueme  eLpeuLd
Qergdlemenr aurmElwearmed @uss QEuwiLESInI g8 (Dispossessed of immovable
property) S|5@maW Seurder @i unml wennuill G e BHluarmsSnG e elsmsmiiLin
G@&uwweomd (He may make an application to the court complaining of such dispossession)
61601 S(GMILIIL LILL (D6iT 6 1.

oL @hs i eupsE GQurmamimusaflaiue Qermnw Gsdlaumy Camflsms

L Gaueneuor weSTIT Sreur Gl&msdler UGSl (mEg seurdem @l oemL wealesme.

(Not dispossessed) etaurGeu sieurdieor @l steirliGCa ermuL g iflemeuulled, 918 GHmLirumrss

uflsrmd Gsmfl @lbwe) srssa QEuasnE &L Llug aaals (WesThaElfion gnuL alssme

eTeTLICSHT(HN  9IZieD  (petT  &nllpGuw (Pre mature) Sm&H&0  Geuwwitinl Derersme, Gomuie

2 flemwouiwed elemrememr meoL (pmndslLn sULamer 21 olldl 99eiuie  @idiogy Liflsmyd

gLl Ll ED6VIEIN S &5 5556060 616070 B EIL0GOTMLD & (I &h|es!

14) Guad GCarfléms/gy Geusmemr  weagmyT il sreur  Qersgler,
LI G0 JEMLIITETLD STeuT  (PpITSSTE0 STerT  HleomGammise L  SaTEhLy
Qeunuiu’ HleTerg ey aTGIMISSIU LS. Jyerme &rmie| we eem CRP (MD) 1451 of
2013-60 eyl Gulgmed 2 wirBdlioeim wgemy dlemerulled 02.03.202160 Wmilldéasin L
2 Gdlrelsd gjeuilhasersurm GO LUL H6Terg).

3. In this revision, this Court had appointed Ms. A. Amala, an
Advocate Commissioner to inspect the property and file a report and
plan. The Commissioner had inspected the property and filed
detailed report with plan, which shows that various sub divisions
have been effected, thereby there is a change in the sub division
numbers of the suit property. She had identified the suit property
in terms of survey numbers as well as in terms of the boundaries.
If the Commissioner's plan filed identifying the properties in terms

of boundries is considered, +then the suit properties are not
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situated within the bus stand as pointed out by the Amin. The suit

properties are situated on the eastern side of the bus stand. Of

course, in the report filed, the Commissioner has committed mistakes
in translation of the boundries. Hence, it appears that the
property shown in her plan, to be the suit property, does not tally
with the plaint description. The surveyor has measured the property
as per the boundry described in the plaint and identified the
property. The said identification is borne out by the plan filed by
the Advocate Commissioner. However, in view of the mistakes in
translation that have crept in, certain difficulties may arise, if
the properties are to be delivered as per the plan and report of the

Advocate Commissioner filed in the suit. Since I find that the

properties that are identified by the Advocate Commissioner
appointed by this Court, tally with the properties identified by the

Advocate Commissioner appointed by the trial Court. I am of the

considered opinion that the Executing Court can be directed to

effect delivery of the property, as per the report and plan of the

Advocate Commissioner, filed before the trial Court.

sTeGou  Gamilsema/ gL Gouemenr  weysTriler Guomuly TS FLOUE NS U566
sTeeTGm ity SmemriLBHSIng.

15) Guaud seurdar sliumLly Qsriursr g1 Ceumsmulmer 950 PSS
ELaugSmswlCaty  (pearaflmaliubhssiu. CoemrGd aaimi, BHloaim mLealgdsmasulls
ansarGal g memnui Buwerd QsuSmpsEn U ssdle HonGamnmisn we Ll dsmaulls
Cameuwmm e BLalpdmasar SalissiuGaemud sermid seaurdear @iy HamaudE
WeoteofGL 2 Memiouilwed ellemyemever memL(pemméalLid slLemer 21 alldl 99amiLiy L) SHT&HS60
Qe @weynd  eTemid, (peTSHTIUTS — Lmewble @S 2 FendluaTmsdlo
@IS LU a6 gy

@g QarLiurs wreblg o FendluaTnsdled pulhsemie oSSl (LpeTaiTL
UPBISLILIL (D6 6T &l
R. Janakiammal (v) S.K. Kumarasamy 2021 (2)MWN (Civil) 544 (SC)
Order 21 Rule 99 — Scope.- Under Order 21, Rule 99, it is slightly
better position, wherein a person, other that the judgment-debtor,

when is dispossessed of immovable property by the decree-holder for
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possession of such property, files and application with objections.
Such objections also lead to re -trial, but as the objector is
already dispossessed, the execution of the decree is more probable
and expeditious. In Order 21, Rule 97, the obstructionist comes up
with various objections that ideally should have been raised at the
time of adjudication of suit. Such obstructions for execution could

be avoided if a court Commissioner is appointed at the proper time.

Guogid 2 flewoufwed elamyensmr HeamL(pamméal L sl Lemer 21 aildl 97 wmmib 996Uy
FleomGoummed e ELolgSmesefle waGsaT Frésan Qewliu@ELGurg, HlomnGammed
Edloemd seungliurs gnsearGo Camflésms wasser sréasa Qawiul (HiTersT saTLma
soueTddled Qamarer CeuemT(d eTeTmid, Sewnpliygyid  gflsraeyd W HGWL Gumuig
wassemer Liflfuemer QaiwGasmipd ereimid oypulnsemi supddled wrsayllg @ndw
2 FEhSILATNSSTH UflSTL [HFH6) (TSI euprISILIL (Hl6T6rg).

R. Janakiammal (v) S.K. Kumarasamy 2021 (2)MWN (Civil) 544(SC)

Order 21 Rule 97 and 99 — Execution of decree. - If an objection is
received in respect of "suit property" under Order 21, Rule 97, or
Rule 99 of CPC, at the stage of execution of the decree, the
executing Court shall deal with it after taking into account the fact
that no such objection or claim was received during the pendency of
the suit, especially in view of the public notice issued during
trial. Such claims under Order 21, Rule 97 or Rule 99, must be dealt
strictly and be considered/entertained rarely.

steorGeu  Gumssemii.  @BHSTOY uTgenT LOHMID PSS CUTHEETEmL LMD
Blemabingsiu’ L s L&Csriur igaiuy @hs it Carflsms/ g Calmemr wasTrT S
sLeammafurTs  @ders Hmeullgid  (Not judgment debtor) Gamfléms/ gyl GeLsmem
LEISTTHSG sSreur Qersdlar searder @iy gnuLTs Hemoulgid, —weran.igGw
(Premature) srése OQFig @y uflsmmn slclug Hloablnssssssin s Gl
glL siallermailng gire] s isergliumLuls g ergliuemLuls @Guliursmeoe enaiu G
@\bwey SemEmUly QEiuiL@Sng. C&Fmey QETms @sme.

@nidurs Garflsms/ gy Gausmemr wasTrT Sy sLermeaflures @lsamrg Blameaullaid
(Not judgment debtor) Gamfléma/gl Camemr WEISTTHSSG STour Gersdler seurdsr
@uiy gouLrs Hlemeulaud, e w6 (Premature) grésn Qaulg @uwey wuflsmrw
glLluy Blooaflhsssssson aer  Gopuy &L ayelomelng &iey s
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IgargliuemLuled @hllurensmr gnsiu (B @uway Sty GEiwiu@Eng. Qe

Cgmems @lsuemev.

Qe GaT6| sTaTarTs &H(HSH0SWSSE S LESHSEE ChflmLwrs Qaroniu’® erme

& 60 uT&&D GEuiul @), ereteormed SflumTsaslul L et b gyemT(H LomiTE:
mﬂmf]uﬁ] . Gﬂrﬂ . . G] . . . . . I‘ﬂ o o . . Ij] . . 2022 . . * o
TG 02 gy BreT Qemenudiul usFiulL g 5 S
RAMGANESH 28?3202022‘03.02 18:34:16
wmeul” L 2 flemwullwed B,

UMl LILIL Ig.



		2022-03-02T18:34:16+0530
	D RAMGANESH




