55 - rc Tl TEaen el
%12022008 . oo O
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For the reasons stated |n the application order dated

e

a4 24.1. 2008 is recalled The regular second appeal is restored for l

. \‘

hearlng IR

RSAN0.18/2008 -

1L No substantial -~ questlon ofj'.‘ lawl.:'air:i;se;_s for

conSIderatlon in the |nstant appeal BN

2» The appellant as. plalntlff had f|led ER sunt for

cancellatlon of a sale deed dated 20.2. 1996 inter: alla alleglng

that the appellant had not sold Iand comprlsed |n Khasra

Nos.64/28 and 29 and that in the sale deed sald fact was
» wrongly recorded e
3. | The courts below have held that the sunt |s barred by' )
limitation on account of the fact that when pursuant to the sale.~
deed the purchaser applled for mutatlon appellant filed
objectlons before the revenue authorltles on 3151996

ObJeCthl’l was that the land in questlon had not been sold by

Sig”at“r_eﬂok Vé*ﬁﬁbellant to the person who was seeklng mutatlon
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5. It is not in dispute that Iimitatioﬁ to challenge a sale

4. Suit in question was filed on 12.7.1999.

deed is 3 years reckoned from the date of knowledge. In the

instant case knowledge was ava'i'lable with the appellant on

31.5.1996.
6. The‘appeal is dismissed.
T
February 12, 2008 PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, ).
Yo ' .

Page 2 of 2



