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Cvil Appeal Nos.5993-5994 of 1999

Pl LLI RAJAMMA (DEAD) THR L.RS. & ANR Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
P. NARASAMVA & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date : 24/07/2003 These appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D.M DHARMADHI KARI

For Appellant (s)M. G Ranakrishna Prasad, Adv.
Ml. Wasay Khan, Adv.

K. C. Sudershan, Adv.

Jayant h Mut hraj , Adv.

S. U. K. Sagar, Adv.

S. M shra, Adv.

SSSE8S

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The civil appeals are dism ssed.

No order as to costs.

[ T.1. Rajput ][ Shelly Sengupta ]
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 NOS. 5993-5994 OF 1999



Pilli Rajamma (Dead) Thr. L.Rs. & Anr. ... Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus

P. Narasama & O's. ... Respondent ( s)

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel representing the appellants.

It is not in dispute that the land in question is an Inamland comng within the purview of th
e Andhra Pradesh (Tel engana Area) Abolition of Inans Act, 1955 (8 of 1955) [as anended in 1967
] [for short, ‘the Act’']. The High Court found that the civil court had no jurisdiction to en
tertain the suit in respect of the Inamland in view of the provisions of the said Act. The H
i gh Court, relying upon the decision of this Court in Lokraj & Ors. vs. Kishan Lal & O's. (199
5 (3) S.C.C. 291), took the viewthat when the Inamland is vested in the State, the civil cou
rt had no jurisdiction to entertain the suit to adjudicate upon the title to the property, as
claimed by the plaintiffs. Before the High Court, it was urged that the contention as to the
mai ntai nability of the civil suit was not taken before the courts below and it was sought to b
e raised for the first tinme in the H gh Court and as such the Hi gh Court ought not
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have entertained such an objection as to the jurisdiction. The H gh Court found that it was a
pure question of law going to the very root of the matter touching the jurisdiction wthout
requi ring any further exanination of facts and in that view of the matter, allowed the appea
and set aside the judgement and decree of the courts bel ow but gave liberty to the parties to
approach the authorities/Tribunal under the Act for appropriate renedy.

Learned counsel for the appellants, before us, did not dispute that the land is an Inamland a
nd the provisions of the Act are applicable. If that be so, no fault can be found with the im
pugned judgenent.

Under the circunmstances, we have no choice but to disniss the appeals. Accordingly, the civi
appeal s are dism ssed but with no order as to costs.

...................... J.
[ SHI VARAJ V. PATI L]

...................... J.

[D.M DHARMADHI KARI ]
New Del hi ,
July 24, 2003.



