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2. This appeal is preferred by the
Appellant in A.S.No.6 of 2012, who was the
5" defendant in 0.S.No.139 of 1989. He
purchased item No.22 of the suit property on
21.05.1990 during the pendency of the suit
and is, therefore, a purchaser pendente lite.
Defendant No.3, standing on the same
footing, has already filed S.A.No0.968 of 2016
against the dismissal of his A.S.No.2 of 2013
he too purchased Item No.6 to 9 and 12
during lis pendens. In S.A.No.968 of 2016
filed by Defendant No.3, the appeal has been
admitted and Substantial Questions of Law
have been framed on 12.12.2016. As the
present Appellant is similarly situated, this
Second Appeal is admtted. The Substantial
Question of Law framed in S.A.No0.968 of
2014 shall stand considered as Substantial
Questions of Law in this appeal as well.

3. The Registry is directed to tag both
appeals and list them together for final

hearing after two weeks.
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