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L. The land was granted to the landless person on
lease by the State Government. The transfer of
land leased to a landless persosn could be
affected only after getting approval from the
Collector. Since admittedly the approval from
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has been rightly found to be void as such
transaction is in contravention of Statutory
provisons”

IL. Section 57 of the Code confers ownership in all
lands on the state whereas, sub-section (2)
contemplantes that if a dispute arises between
the State government and any person in respect
of any right under sub-section (lk) such dispute
shall be decided by the State Government or by
the Collector. Still further, under section 257 of
the Code, the jurisdiction of civil court is barred
in respect of any decision regarding any right
under sub-section (1) of Section 57 between the
State Government and any person. The relevant
causes read as under :

“ 57 State ownership in all India — (1)
All lands belong to the State Government and it is
herby declared that all such lands, including standing
and flowing water, mines, qurries, minerals and
forests reserved or not, and all right in the sub-soil of
any land are the property of the State Government:

Provided that nothing in this section shall,
save as otherwise provided in this Code, be deemed
of affect any rights of any persons subsisting at the
coming into force of this Code in any such property.
(2) Where a. dispute arises between the State
Government and any person in respect of any right
under sub-section (1) such dispute shall be decided
by the State Government/Collector

“ 257 Exclusive jurisdiction of revenue

autherities :- Except as otherwise provided in this
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Code, or in any other enactment for the time being in
force, no Civil Court shall entertain any suit
instituted or application made to obtain a dccisidn or
order on any matter which the State Govemment the |
Board or any Revenue Ofﬁcer is by this Code
empowered to determine, decide or dispose of, and
in particular and without prejudice to the generality
of this provison, no Civil Court shall exercise
jurisdiction over any of the following matters:-

(a) any decision regarding any right under sub-section
(1) of Section 57 between the State Government
and any person.

1 1L Therefore, the State having granted lease of

land to landless persons, had a right over the

land in question as owner and the appellants
having obtained sale deeds from the landless
persons, the matter could be decided only by
the State Government or by Collector in terms
of Section 57 read with Section 257 of the

Code. The sale could not be declared void by

the Civil Court as the jurisdiction of the Civil

73\'1) Court is barred in terms of Section 257 read

with Section 57 of the Code. In view thereof,
.We do not find any merit in the present appeal.

i Accordingly, the same is dismissed.
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