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Dat ed: 27/ 08/ 2003: This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K. SABHARWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL

For Appellant (s)M. S. Bal akrishnan, Sr.Adv.
M s MKD Nanboodri, S. Prasad,
Abhay Kumar, Gopal a Kri shnan, Advs.

For Respondent (s)Ms. Mani ka Pandey, Adv.
Ms. KK. Mani, Adv.

Dr. A Francis Julian, Adv.

M. Sumt Kumar, Adv. for
M s Arput ham Aruna & Co., Advs.

UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
After hearing | earned counsel for the parties for about 20 minutes, the Court disposed of the
appeal. Parties are left to bear their own costs.
(S. Thapar) (V.P. Tyagi)
PS to Registrar Court Master

The signed order is placed on the file.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO 2036 OF 1996

Mut huanmmal & O s. Appel I ant (s)

Ver sus



Shannuga Sundaran & O's. Respondent (s)

ORDER

The challenge in this appeal is to the judgment and order of the High Court in regard to the i
nheritance of the properties in respect whereof the Suit, out of which this appeal has arisen
was filed by Respondent No.1l - son of Natarajan Chettiar. 1In the Oiginal Suit, Natarajan Ch
ettiar was defendant No.1l. However, he died on 3rd August, 1988. The suit for partition had
been filed by Respondent No.1l being the son of Natrajan Chettiar fromsecond wife. The other
son fromthe first wife was supporting his sisters. Natarajan Chettiar had, besides two sons
and three daughters fromthe second wife and one daughter and one son fromthe first wife. A
Il the three daughters fromthe second wife are married. Two of the daughters were, admitted
y, married prior to the enforcenment of Hi ndu Succession (Tam | Nadu Anmendnent) Act, 1989. The
said Act cane into force on 25th March, 1989. |In respect of even the third daughter, nanely,
defendant No.5 in the Suit, there is nothing on record to establish that she was unnmarri ed at
the commencenent of the aforesaid Arendnent Act. The main controversy in the present appea
is regarding the right of inheritance of the daughters. The daughters other than defendant No
.7, looking to the matter fromany angle, had no right.

I nsof ar as defendant No.7 being crippled and unnarried dauthter of Natarajan Chettiar is conce
rned, the two settlenment deeds Ext. B-5 and Ext. B-12 were in her favour. Having heard |earne
d counsel for the parties and having regard to the I egal and factual position, we see no groun
d why the said daughter should have only life interest in the properties covered by the two de
eds viz. Ext. B-5 and Ext. B-12. It is evident that her life interest would get converted int
0 the absolute interest in the properties covered by the said deeds. In this view, we allowt
he appeal to this Iimted extent and nmai ntain the inpugned judgnment in all other respects.

The appeal is disposed of in the above terms. The parties are left to bear their own costs.

(B. N. Agrawal)

New Del hi ,
August 27, 2003



