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                Heard the learned counsel for the parties.
                Leave is granted.
                The  High Court, in paragraph 16 of the order under
        challenge, has observed thus:
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                 "16.  Having regard to the fact situation and
            the  pleadings  of  the parties we are  not  in  a
            position  to arrive at a conclusion as to  whether
            the  5th  respondent is a grantee from the  State.
            In  the petition she alleged that she had been  in
            possession  of the properties since 1974.  If  the
            said  assertions are correct, the question of  the
            5th  respondent  acquiring  any title  by  adverse
            possession does not arise."
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                It  is  noted  in the impugned  judgment  that  the
        appellant has claimed adverse possession from the year 1974
        whereas in paragraph 7 of the rejoinder filed by her in the
        Tribunal,  she  claimed  adverse possession from  the  year
        1946.  As the case is remanded to the Tribunal, we leave it
        open  to  the Tribunal to decide this disputed question  of
        fact  also  after hearing both the parties,  without  being
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        influenced  by the observations made by the High Court with
        regard  to the commencement of the adverse possession noted
        in paragraph 16 of the impugned judgment.
                The appeals are, accordingly, disposed  of.   There
        shall be no order as to costs.
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   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.18630-18631/2001

   (From the judgement and order dated 27/04/2001 in WP 9535/00 &
   12857/2000 of the HIGH COURT OF A.P  AT HYDERABAD)

  SAROJINAMMA                                               Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  GOVERNMENT OF A.P. & ORS.                                 Respondent (s)
  (With prayer for interim relief and office report)

  Date : 06/09/2002 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SYED SHAH MOHAMMED QUADRI
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARIJIT PASAYAT

  For Petitioner (s)
                        Mr. A.V. Rangam,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)
                        Mr. Guntur Prabhakar,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
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             Heard  learned counsel for the parties for about  ten
    minutes.
             Leave is granted.
             The appeals are disposed of.  There shall be no order
    as to costs.
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        (N. Annapurna)                            (Kanwal Singh)
         Court Master                              Court Master



             Signed order is placed on the file.


