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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Civil Appeal No('s) . 2125/ 2010
) TMTI. MAHABOOB JAN & ORS. Appel | ant (s
VERSUS
ABDUL JALI L Respondent ( s)

(with interimrelief and office report)

Date : 29/10/2014 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN
For Appellant(s) M. S.D. Dwarakanat h, Adv.
Dr. Kailash Chand, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. A T. M Sanpath, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER
The appeal is di sposed of in terns of t he
si gned order.
( MADHU BALA) (RENU DI WAN)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)
Signature Not Verified
Digitally signed by
Madhu Bal a
Date: 2014.10.31
16:51:31 I ST
Reason:
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2125 OF 2010
TMTI. MAHABOOB JAN & ORS. ... APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
ABDUL JALI L .. . RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

Heard | earned counsels for the parties.
Thi s appeal arises out of a suit which

was originally decr eed by t he | ear ned Trial



Court. The said decree was reversed by the First

Appel late Court on a finding that Exhibit P-1 the

sal e agreenent was not proved by the plaintiff

and was not executed as clainmed in the suit. In

t he second appeal filed by t he plaintiff t he
aforesaid finding of the First Appellate Court

does not appear to have been addressed by the

H gh Court in any manner though the Second Appea

filed by the plaintiff has been all owed by the

i mpugned order.

.2/ -

Accor di ng to us whet her t he sal e
agreenment was proved to have been executed was a
crucial issue required to be decided by the Hi gh
Court. As the sanme was not done, we are of the

view that while setting aside the judgment and

or der of t he Hi gh Court under chal | enge, t he
matt er ought to be remtted for fresh
consi deration on t he aforesaid guestion

Accordingly, we set aside the judgnent and order
dat ed 31. 07. 2009 passed by t he Hi gh Court of
Madras and renit the same for fresh consideration
in accordance with | aw.
The appeal is disposed of in the above

terns.

NEW DELH J.
29TH OCTOBER, 2014 [ ROH NTON FALI NARI MAN]



