I TEM NO 115 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 5193 OF 2001
KUMAR CHANDRAVATHI Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

PADMAVATHI & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )
Date: 11/10/2007 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
For Appellant(s) M. D.P. Chaturvedi, adv.

M. S.N Bhat, Adv.
M. NP.S Panwar, ADv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismssed in ternms of the signed order. No order as to

costs.
(Ajay Kr. Jain) (Vi jay Dhawan)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5193 OF 2001
Kumari Chandr avat hi Ce Appel | ant
Ver sus
Padmavat hi & O's. C Respondent s
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant.

We have perused the inpugned order passed by the Hi gh Court. To us
the view taken by the H gh Court seens to be justified. In fact, the suit property
bel onged to one Kam a and her brother Ramayya Shetty had only a life estate and

he inducted the appellant herein as a tenant in the prem ses. After Ramayya



Shetty died, the property reverted back to Kaml a. Therefore, Kama is the | awful
owner of the suit property. In these circunstances, the view taken by the High
Court appears to be correct and there is no ground for us to interfere with the
i mpugned order. This appeal is accordingly dism ssed. No order as to costs. So
far as the question of occupancy right with regard to agricultural land is
concerned, we are informed, that the matter is pending before the H gh Court.
However, we do not want to express any opinion on the sane.

(A K. MATHUR)

( MARKANDEY KATJU)
New Del hi
Cct ober 11, 2007



