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2018(2) CJ(Civ.) (SC) 559- Hindu Law- Ancestral property-which is?- Any
property inherited upto four generations of male lineage from the father,
father's father, or father's father i.e. father, grand father etc. is termed as

ancestral property.

RRT(11) 2003 Page No-157- Hindu Succession Act, 1957- Sec. 6&8-
Execution of agreement to sale beyond the notional share in the ancestral
property is not permissible-Appellant's share was 1/6 in the property- Tital
can be transferred to the extent of 2.4 Bigha of land- Held, appellant was not
entitled to sold the whole land- Excess amount ordered to refund to

purchaser
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AIR 2008 Supreme Court 1490- Hindu Succession Act(30 of 1956)- s/8,

6- Joint family property- Suit to set aside sale- Ground that it was not for legal

J ') necessity- Sale in question by plaintiff's father - Plaintiff's father inheriting

4 property along with his sister- Land partitioned and recorded in name of each-

Loses character of joint family property- S 6 has not application - Plaintiff's
father and his sisters were tenants in common- Each had right to transfer his

share of land- Suit liable to be dismissed(Paras 13, 17, 18)

AIR 2016 Punjab & Haryana 192-Hindu Law- Coparcenary property is
property which is inherited through three degrees i. e. sons, grandsons and

great-grandsons- Property obtained by gift is self acquired property.

1997 DNJ(SC)6- (A) Civil Procedure Code, 1908- 0-39 Rr. 1&2- Prayer for
grant of injunction against lawful owner of property- Cannot be allowed -
Appellant having obtained suit land as his share in compromise partition suit-
He was in lawful possession before grant of injunction- Held, His right cannot

be disturbed.
(B)Injunction- Cannot be granted against lawful owner of the property.

2013(2) DNJ(Raj.) 753- Civil Procedure Code, 1908-Sec.100- Suit for
injunction dismissed Possession of the respondent shown in the sale deed and

documentary evidence will prevail over the oral evidence- No injunction can
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be sought against the real owner- Concurren judgments of the Courts below-

Held, No substantial question o law involved in the apeal and dismissed.

RLW 2002 Rev. 1900 Arjunlal v/S Gopilal- Rajasthan Tenancy Act, 1955,
Sec. 230 & 212- Right of the defendant to enter into the disputed land and to
do any type of violation - Held- Where the co-owner of the joint khatedari
disputed land has sold his share and the other Plaintiff co-owner has filed suit
against the purchaser, then the purchaser can be stopped from evicting by
temporary injunction but the purchaser can not be stopped from using the

share purchased by him.
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