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(A) Limitation Act, Section 5-Appellant's plea of lack of knowledge of impugned order, not
substantiated by record-Condonation of delay refused and appeal dismissed as time bared.
(Paras 3-4) (B) Affidavit-Appellant found to have filed false affidavit for obtaining stay
order-Board directed prosecution of appellant for submitting false affidavit deliberately

knowing full well that it was false. (Para 5) . $HI WX RRD 1994 page 25 ¥ Ufarf
far (A) Limitation Act, Section 5 — Application for condonation of delay did not

contain any material explaining delay-Collector also not considering whether there ws
satisfactory explanation-Condonation of delay was not proper Mere fact of submission of
application did not justify condonation. (B) Rajasthan Land Revenue (Allotment of Land
for Receptacles) Rules, Rule 4-Land recorded as Banjar-Mention of word "talai" in column

" A .ot explained allotment of talai is not prohlbltgd by the rules. 3@ YPR 2013(3) Weekly
(v o, \ 2Ylaw Notes 68 6(SC) # WIIUIReT f5aT % (A) Limitation Act, 1963-Sec. 5-Sufficient
: F )

decree for permanent injunction against Respondent State in 1969 Execution applied in
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% (B) Limitation Act, 163, -Dec, 5- Sufficient Cause-Appellant obtaining
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2009-Objection of the Respondent under Sec. 47 CPC rejected-on 17-08-2010-Respondent
filed another objection on 15-09-2011 for recall of attachment-Objection dismissed on 15-
09-2011-Revision filed before District Judge against order dated 17-08-2010-District Judge

condoned the Delay and High Court agreed with the same-Held, No sufficient cause made
out merely because respondent is the State the delay cannot be condoned- Delay in filing

execution case cannot be a Ground to condone the delay in filing Revision. 8ETd YhuT
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