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“We are of the opinion that the'pctitioners/appcllants have not

joined temple as a party in the first appeal, The order which was passed

under order 41 Rule 27 CPC is just and proper. However, it will be

‘binding to the parties in proceedings namély the parties before the first

appellate authority, Board of Revenue and before this Court and it will
'not be binding to the party who were not party in proceedings before the

first appellate authority, second appellate authority, learned single Judge
and this Court. )

Counsel for the appellants contended that temple was not a
party. In this regard, we made it clear that the order will be binding to
the parties in proceedings. :

The appeal stands disposed of.” '
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“ We are of the opinion that ihc petitioners/ appellants have not
joined temple as a party in the first appeal. The order which was pssed
under order 41 rule 27 CPC is just and proper . however, it will be
binding to the parties before the first applellate authority, board of
revenue and before this court and it will not be binding to the party
who \;fere not party in proéeedings before the first applellate authority,
second appellate authority learned single judge and this Court.
Counsel for the applellants contended that temple was not a
- party. In this regard, we made it clear that the order will be binding to
the parties in proceedings.

- The appeal stands disposed of.”
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;/- “207. Suits and applications cogni'znblc by revenue court only - (1) All
v suits and application of the nature specified in the Third Schedule Shall

"be heard and determined by a revenue court. (2) No court other than a

revenue court shall take cognizance of any such suit or application or of

any suit or application based on a cause of action in respect of which any
relief could be obtained by means of any such suitor application.
Elplanation- if the cause of action is onc in respect of which relief might
be granted by the revenue court, it is immaterial that the relief asked for
from the civil court is greater than, or additional to, or is not identical
with, that which the revenue court could ha've granted.”
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“The jurisdiction of Civil Court is saved as soon as the pure character of
land in question as agriculture land, is lost and that becomes an abadi
land though by virtue of some statute or de facto by user thereof for
residential purposes or purposes other than agriculture.”
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