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ae SR fFAr R are wwn-103 R811/1964-65 #1 St BRI
PAONI AT @ aRT 49, & el S BREET @R B AR
e @ are dewd N o gER, Td weE EER, B ad 1965 ¥ ol A
R el vzt @ @ sav fravm srfag § fEfa 21 Reer de
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JTh B dUW gRT gd A e oifid denie s, fadm
fafom uei®er®, I & <urerm S.AR ag Ho—288 /2006—07 TG
330/2007—08 ® d1& AT AT, QI 9IG B Ggad ©Y A Forar AT | R
ATATHII X1 Y i, g9 fauelror o R @i 2| 59 A€ ¥ 38
Citation <IRgel 62 & & 39 yoR B, WG Swadd YRATAA §RT
HIg, WIg U4 3= S 9IREYS XSGR Reported in 2004 (4) JCR(SC);
2004 (4) JLIR 109 & BHHa ¥ Tee ool fHar @ & That the test is |
not whether the period of limitation prescribed in 1963 Act has expired

but whether the power under section 71 A of the CNT Act was sought to

be exercised after unreasonable delay and the lapse of 40 years certain
by not reasonable time for exercise of power. 39® 3rTaT faueh & gwRI
(1) JCR 2003(3) 492 JHR Niranjan Mahli and other’s Vs State of Bihar
& Other’s (1) JCR 2003(4) 232 (JHR) Mahto Munda Vs State of Bihar
and Other’s & $Wd &1 garen A} 2, 4f% a8 T© 41 wrar a1€ @
AT AT, $H TR WR AAIH*D IS B @R fbar 1y 2
fauetror & fagr sifraear &1 959 G aur folRag s=w o <fae
ﬁﬁmfrﬁ%‘ﬁ?a@ww&r@ Res-Judicata & 3ferfa ayrdr
€, T BIEFMYR SRAEN JRFEH arT 71 “A” & siqfq sromig
qA F9 Hew A el gR1 AN S Smed v SweE <rarem ®
®% Citation TRIe 58, W ¥ & BLT 1990 Page no. 352 Rajendra Nath

Kapoor Vs. State Bihar, another ruling Situ Sahu and others Vs. State of
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Jharkhand 2004 volume 4, JCR 2003 (4) 232 Mahto Munda Vs. State of
Bihar and on the point limitation.

That the opposite party also rely upon the ruling reported in :-
(@) 2001 (1) JCR 229 (SC): (2000) 5 SCC 141 “Jai Mangal Oraon
Vs. Smt, Mira Nayak and others (Supreme court);” “ on the

point of Limitation,”

(b) 1992 (2) BLJR 986 “Bukan Ansari and other Vs State of Bihar”
on the point of Limitation

() “Mansa Ram Manjhi Vs State of Jharkhand” and ruling
reported in on the point of Limitation.

(d) 2004 (1) JCR 107 (Jhr): “Bibi Makho & other Vs State of Bihar
& others on the point of “Res Judicata”

(e) 2002 (3) JCR 446 “ Dr. Krishna Deo Narain Agarwal and other
Vs State of Bihar” o‘n the point of “Res Judicata” |

(3] 2004 (1) JCR 237 “Gadin Oraon and other Vs. State of
Jharkhand & others”. on the point of “ Res Judicata”.
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