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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 1138 OF 2004
BALACHANDRAN (M NOR) REP BY BALAKRI SHNAN Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
DHANALAKSHM & ANR. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report )

Dat e: 14/09/2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Appell ant(s) M. V. Prabhakar, Adv.

Ms. Revat hy Raghavan, Adv.

R Anand Padnmanabhan, Adv.
Shi noi K. Narayan, Adv.

B. N Prithviraj, Adv.
Pranod Dayal , Adv.

For Respondent (s) M
M.
M.
M

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
The Appeal is disnssed in ternms of the signed
order.
(Deepak Joshi) (I'ndu Satija)
Sr.P. A 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. 1138 COF 2004

BALACHANDRAN (M NOR) REP
BY BALAKRI SHAN Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

DHANALAKSHM & ANR. o Respondent (s)



ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Thi s appeal has been filed agai nst i mpugned
j udgnent and order dated 11.02.2003 in SA 1653/90 of the

H gh Court of Madras.

The facts of the case have been set out in the
i mpugned judgnment of the Hi gh Court and hence we are

not repeating the sane here.

In our opinion, the suit filed by the appellant
was barred by Section 23 of the Tami| Nadu Occupants of

Kudi yi ruppu ( Conferment of Ownership) Act, 1971
t 1

1 2:

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1138 OF 2004

Hence, the suit have been rightly dismn ssed by
t he Hi gh Court. The Hi gh Court has al r eady gi ven
liberty to t he appel | ant to approach t he conpet ent

authority under Section 3 (b) read with Section 5 of the

Act .
Wth these observation the appeal is dismssed.
................... J.
[ MARKANDEY KATJU]
................... J.
[T. S. THAKUR
NEW DELH

SEPTEMBER 14, 2010



