















































primitive sense of the term and render the decision or a decree embodying
the decision a nullity liable to collateral affack." (PARA-11)

In 1989, a Division Bench of Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of SUPREME
COURT EMPLOYEES WELFARE ASSOCIATION V/S UNION OF INDIA (1989 (4) SCC
187) hasheldthat.............

"A decision on an abstract question of law unrelated to facts which give rise
fo aright, cannot operate as res judicata -- A decision on the question of
jurisdiction, cannot be res judicata in subsequent suit or proceedings, but if
the question of law is related to the facts in issue, an erroneous decision on
such a question of law may operate as res judicata in a subsequent suit
between the suit parties.”

It has been held by Hon'ble Apex Court in case of ISABELLA JOHNSON V/S M
ASUSAI (1991 (1)SCC 494) that........ovvvi.

"In our opinion a court which has no jurisdiction in law cannot be conferred
with the jurisdiction by applying principles of res judicata. Itis well seftled that
there can be no estoppel on a pure guestion of law and in this case the
question of jurisdictionis a pure question of law." (PARA-6)
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