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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).20529/2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 27/04/2009 in RSA No.

4079/ 2008 of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

RAM MEHAR & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SAJJANO DEVI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )
Date: 18/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTICE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K
For Petitioner(s) M. Debasis M sra, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted. Hear d.
In terms of the signed order, this appeal is
al | oned, the order of the High Court is set aside and
the Second Appeal is restored to the file. Del ay in
filing and refiling second appeal is condoned. The

Hi gh Court will now consider and dispose of the second
appeal in accordance with |aw

(Ravi P. Vernma) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5771 COF 2011
[Arising out of SLP(C) No.20529/2009]

Ram Mehar & Os. Appel | ants
Ver sus

Sajjano Devi & Ors. L. Respondent s

ORDER

Leave granted. Hear d.



2. The defendant in a suit for declaration of title

is the appell ant before us. The trial Court had decreed
the suit filed by the respondent and the first appellate

Court had disnissed the appeal filed by the appellant.

The appellant, therefore, filed a second appeal before

the H gh Court on 14.3.2008. The Registry returned the

second appeal on 26.4.2008 and the appeal was refiled on

24.5. 2008. The Registry again returned the file with
obj ecti ons on 24.7.2008 and it was refiled on
14.11. 2008. There was a delay of 1 day in filing the
second appeal and a delay of 162 days in refiling. The

H gh Court by the inpugned judgnent dated 27.4.2009 has
di smi ssed the second appeal on the ground of delay in

filing and refiling the appeal

3. We find that the appellants have expl ai ned the

del ay in filing t he appeal as al so in refiling t he
appeal . It is evident that slight delay in the filing

...... 2. .

and del ay in refiling was for t he reasons duly and
sufficiently expl ai ned and as suf fici ent cause  was

shown, the Hi gh Court ought to have condoned the del ay.

4. We, therefore, allow this appeal, set aside the
order of the Hi gh Court and restore the Second Appeal to
the file. Delay in filing and refiling second appeal is
condoned. The Hi gh Court will now consider and di spose

of the second appeal in accordance with | aw.

New Del hi; J.
July 18, 2011. ( A K PATNAIK )



