
S.A.No.235 of 2007

KRISHNAN RAMASAMY. J.,

Heard the learned counsel for the appellant as well as the 1st respondent 

and perused the documents.

2.Upon hearing, this Court is inclined to admit the Second Appeal on the 

following substantial questions of law:

“1.Whether the plaintiff is precluded from letting in any parole evidence  

in support of Ex.A2 and its contents?

2.Whether the Courts below erroneously placed the onus of proof on the 

plaintiff to prove that Exs.B1 and B2 are invalid documents?

3.Whether  in  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  the  case  the  plaintiff  is  

entitled to the share of the 3rd defendant?

4.Whether Ex.A2 sale deed executed by all the owners in favour of the  

plaintiff will prevail over Ex.B2 sale deed executed by some of the owners of  

the property in favour of the 1st defendant?”
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3.Registry is directed to call for the records and post the matter in the 2nd 

week of February, 2023.
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