I. That the applicant above named has filled the aforesaid case against the opposite
party Binod Soren under section 71{A) CN.T. Act for recovery of possession the
schedule below land is not maintainable at all in its present form and relief
claimed

2. That after the death of said Binod Soren the opposite party who left behind him

the present opposite parties who are now contest the present case as substituted in
place of said deceased Binod Soren being his heirs ajgainst the property left by
deceased Binod Soren.

That the present case is barred by limitations Act.

That the present case is also barred by Specific Relief Act.

That the case is bad for Non-Joinder & Mis-Joinder of parties,

That the case is also barred by the provision of C.N.T. Act,

That the case is otherwise bad in law & fact.

That there is no cause of action against the opposite party for this case.

That the Applicant has no right to brought this case against the Opposite Party.

. That the case has been mischievously brought by the Applicant against the

Opposite Party with an ulterior motive to grab the valuable property of the
Opposite Party.

I1. That the answering Opposite Party deny and dispute all the averments made in this
case save and expect which are specifically admitied hereinafter.

12, That the actual and real fact is that, Thuman Majhi son of Chandra Majhi was
purchased the land measuring as area 3 Katha of homestead land with Khapra pose
house which is situated 2s Mouza-Karandih, Thana No-1166, within P.S- E
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13.

14,

L3,

OWner BL;::? Khata No.-94, within plot No.260, from its previous recorded
Ough & re oren (son of Late Madiai Majhi) te grand father uf" the applicant
Jamshedpy; ‘ﬁﬁ;‘i’s;’f Sale Deed, Registered at District Sub-Registry office at
money g the snllerli Deed No.-4168 dated 03/07/1974 by paid its consideration
OPP. Parties gre i ot Soren by the purchaser Jhuman Majhi and sine then the
father in-lav an oo U0US physical possession since and Jhuman Majhi the
oW by paying m%mn ather of the present answering opp. Parties was alive to till
and obtain Rexy m1':“‘!."?411': i FJ\:; landlord of Jharkhand through the C.0O. Jamshedpur
Majhi the father inf{] of the same. And since the date of purchased said Jhuman
Peaceful possessio., AW and prandfather of the present opposite parties is in
father was aljye andu::[:r the same till their father in-law and grandfather and
natural born son ang Tr s death the opposite party Binod Soren being his
uninterrupted contingoue o "SF 214 Successor inherited the same and is
the aforesaid Japg aﬂ"’j’fﬂﬂﬂfﬁcﬂ Possession till he was alive and after his death
& Deen inherited b}' the present EI'IEWEI'iIlE opp. Parties

That the ﬂpPliEHntb;:f this » ﬂflfmmd 30 Boess
Casg hmu 1 thi
e e ght this case after laps of more then 48

: . and house by its recorded pwner Basta
: er rmpectwt::]r ﬂglghcam 0 favor of Jhuman Majhi the father in-law
while Dukhy ¥ of the present answering opp. Parties in this case,

Majhi son of Late B ihi
A or anyﬂ:;lgh‘ the father of thnl: applicant is alive and

as the ; SEE case against the answerin apposil -

iy mnﬁ%ﬁiﬂ parties ?m::e grandfather and their father Binod Sgure_n 1,:;_: EE?:: T:

section 71(A) of CN.T Pﬂ}lytsiﬂﬂﬂal::ﬁ?iﬂﬂ more-than about 48 years so the
AN L a 1 -+ ] %

case should be dismissed at once for P Efd—:ﬂt maintainable/applicable hence the

) s of justice.
That said Bast Majhi the father of the applicant when sold the aforesaid land 1o

Jhumna Majhi the father in-law and grandfather of ing oppo

. : A the answerin ite i
and deli "-"Iif:I'Eﬂ physical possession on the date of Registration Thegﬂa]e Dinmiz
one of his son Madha Majhi the brother of said Dukhu Majhi the father of the

- applicant was identifier witness on said Sale Deed and since then the aforesaid

16.

17.

18.

property is in continuous physical ]J:Dssess'u}n of the answering opposite narties last
more-then 48 years and the aforesaid land and house of Khapra pose openly to the
knuwle:dge of all of the people of locality without any interruption and thereby the
answering opposite parties have acquired prefect right, title and interest and
possession over the same.
That the claim of applicant is absolutely false and concocted to harass the opposite
party and to create disturbance the peaceful life of the opposite parties only for his
illegal gain and is the only motive to grab the said valuable property of the
opposite parties and thus he brought this case against the opposite party therefore
under the situation the case of the applicant should be dismissed. ;
That the claim of applicant is not correct and has not any genuineness with respect
to the aforesaid Khapra pose household landed property which has sold by the
grandfather of the applicant long before ago in the year of 1974 land who
delivered the physical possession to the father in-law and grandfather of the
opposite party and since then the opposite parties are in continuous physical
possession over the same hence the present case should be dismissed.
That when there was no cause of action for this case nor there was any such
occasion for the same by the father of the applicant therefore the applicant has no
right to file this case against the answering opposite parties therefor the present

_ case should be dismissed.
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