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rire iMinor

son wu'! be enrttled to- claim a separdte ccahng.area mdepcndemfy
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HELD : Scction 6(ii) of the M P«. Ceiling on Agricultural Ho]dmgs Act,

1960 does not have any effect. on the ceiling area to- which a family as defined in
" Section 2 (gg) is entitled under Section 7. A miner'son who is déemed to be
. entitled to an atea of Joint Family lind proportionate to ~his share under s. 6 (i) |
is not entitled to a separate ceiling area independently. - His share of land can be

clubbed with the land which can be claimed by his father as hls ccllmg area. E4529 B]
Begulla Bapi Raju elc. €lc, V. State of of A. P. (1983) 2 Scale 141 followcd
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1960 (Act No. 20 of 1960) (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Act’) éach

member of the family, including a minor son would become a holder

entitled to a separate unit of the ceiling area. In other words, it is

argued that a minor son who is deemed to-be entitled to an area of
joint family land proportlonaie to his share under section’ 6(if) of the

Act is entitled to ¢laim a separalé ceiling area independently. Itis
contended that his share ' of land cannot be clubbed w1th the land -

which can be clalmed by h1s.fdlhe1 as his ccﬂmg area.

‘ We have heard Shri. G. L. Sanghi, learned counsel for the peti-
tioner. He has takén us through the relevant provisions of the -Act
viz. section 2(gg), sectioh 6 and section 7 of the Act. The High Court

has aega*'wd the above ,eontention of the petltloner relying upon’ its.
. carlier decision in Sarjubai & Ors. v. State of-Madhya Pradesh. & Ors.

(Misc. Petition No.811 of 1979). We have gone through that decision,
On going through the said decision, we find that it is correctly decided.
We agree with the reasons given in support of the said decision. Tt
is in conformity with the view expressed by this Court in Begulla
Bapi Raju etc. etc, v: State of Andhra Pradesh ay

, Sectlon 6(11) of the Act does- not have any effect on the ceiling -
area to which a family ds defined in Sectlon 2gg) is eutitled under

section' 7.
The petition i§ accordingly dismissed.
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SR, - . 7 Petition dismissed. 7(



