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THE LIMITATION ACT, 1963

INTRODUCTION

From the year 1793 Regulations were passed from time to time for fixing
the period of limitation for institution of action, but till 1859 no definite lavw,
of limitation came into force. In the year 1859 for the first time a law on the
subject of limitation was passed by Act XIV of 1859 which came into
operation in the year 1862. Before the Act of 1859 came into operation, two
systems of law of limitation were adopted by the courls in India. In the
Presidency towns of Caleutta, Madras and Bombay, the courts followed the
English law and in the Muffasils the courls administered the law as laid
down by the Regulations which were passed from time fo time. The Act of
1859 was followed by the Act XIX of 1871. The Act of 1871 was followed by
the Act XV of 1877. Some amending Aclts were also passed. Finally, the
question of consolidating and amending the law relating to limitation for
suils, appeals and applications was taken up and the Limitation Act of 1908
(IX of 1908) was passed. The Act IX of 1908 continued in operation for a
quite long time with the passage of lime it was fell that a more suita
legislation may be brought out. Law Commission in the third repo &
27th July, 1956 made various recommendations. On _&g

the Law Commission Limitation Bill was introduced,
23rd December, 1960 but it lapsed on accoun ssolution
It was again introduced in the Par

S

STATEMENT OF
This Bill see i met the Third Report of the Law Commission on
the Indiang LBithtion ct) 1908, with one important modification. While
[ } TeCo

ivinge e mmendations of the Commission as respects the re-
_drran of the Articles contained in the first schedule in accordance
ihwtheir subject matter of the rationalization of the periods of limitation as
far as possible, it is felt that it would be more advantageous to adhere 1o the
existing scheme which in almost all cases indicates the specific points of time
from which the period of limitation begins to run,
ACT 36 OF 1963
The Limitation Bill having been passed by both the Houses of Parliament
received the assent of fhe President on 5th October, 1963. It came on the
Statute Book as THE LIMITATION ACT, 1963 (36 of 1963) (Came into force on
1-21-0964). 3 Chme info brce B ity
LIST OF AMENDING ACTS
L. The Repealing and Amending Act, 1964 (52 of 1964) (w.e.f. 29-12-1964).
2. The Limitation (Amendment) Act, 1969 (10 of 1969) (w.r.e.f. 1-1-1964 and
26-3-1969).
3. The Repealing and Amending Act, 1974 (56 of 1974) (w.e.f. 20-12-1974).
4. The Code of Civil Procedure (Amendment) Act, 1976 (104 of 1976)
(wee.l. 1-2-1977),

5. The Code of Civil Procedure (Amendment) ‘Act, 1999 (46 of 1999) (w.e.f.
1-7-2002).
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THE LIMITATION ACT, 1963

(36 of 1963)
[5th October, 1963]

An Act to consolidate and amend the law for the limitation of suits and other
proceedings and for purposes connected therewith.

BE it enacted by Parliament in the Fourteenth Year of the Republic of India
as follows:—

PART I
PRELIMINARY

1. Short title, extent and commencement.—(1) This Act may be called the
Limitation Act, 1963.

(2) It extends to the whole of India except, the State of Jammu and Kashmir.

(3) It shall come into force on such date! as the Central Government may,
by notification in the Official Gazette, appoint.

2. Definitions.—In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires,—

a)y : “applicant” mcludes—

right to apply;
(ili) any person whose estate is represen e p
-+ - executor, administrator or othe resen tlv |

(b) "application” includes a petit
_—T¢) “bill of exchange” incl ﬁh a cheque;
(d) “bond “ includ ereby a person obliges himself
speci

(i) a petitioner;
(ii) any person from or through whom an applicant derSK

to pay ney to an , O condmon that the obligation shall be
act'is performed, or is not performed, as the case |

( el ndant” includes—
i) any person from or through whom a defendant derives his
liability to be sued;

(i) any person whose estate is represented by the defendant as
executor, administrator or other representative;

(f) “easement” includes a right not arising from contract, by which
one person is entitled to remove and appropriate for his own profit
any part of the soil belonging to another or anything growing in, or
attached to, or subsisting upon, the land of another;

(g) “foreign country” means any country other than India;

(h) “good faith”— nothing shall be deemed to bé done in good faith
which is not done with due care and attention;

(i) “plaintiff” includes— 1
(i) any person from or through whom a plaintiff derives his right

to sue;

1. Came into force on 1-1-1964, vide S.0. 3118, dated 29th October, 1963.
In the State of Sikkim came into force on 1-9-1984, vide S.0. 647(E), dated 24th August, 1984.
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sec. 3] The Limitation Act, 1963 3

(i) any person whose estate is represented by the plaintiff as
. executor, administrator or other representative;

‘g(j} “period of limitation” means the period of limitation prescribed for
any suit, appeal or application by the Schedule, and “prescribed
period” means the period of limitation computed in accordance
with the provisions of this Act;

(k) “promissory note” means any instrument whereby the maker
engages absolutely to pay a specified sum of money to another at a
time therein limited, or on demand, or at sight;

() “suit” does not include an appeal or an application; )

(m) “tort” means a civil wrong which is not exclusively the breach of a
contract or the breach of a trust;

(n) “trustee” does not include a benamidar, a mortgagee remaining in
possession after the mortgage has been satisfied or a person in a
wrongful possession without title.

COMMENTS
An application preferred by a person requesting the court to initiate conte-fipt
proceedings against someone who has violated deliberately court’s order c scid
to be an ‘application’ referred to in section 3 read with section 2(b); h@r%n
Chandra Tiwari, AIR 2010 (NOC) 66 (All).

: PART II
J(ngTATION OF SUITS, AP
< Bar of limitation.—(1) Subi

APPLICATIONS
sions contained in sections 4

-

to 24 (inclusive), every stiit.instii ated) appeal preferred, and application made
after the prescribed(period sh dismissed, although limitation has not been
set up as a defenfle. ™ e B """'I,{‘_;’\” T A% cArt dilenis Aawl

" (2) For of this Act— -~ )

\

a\suit'is instituted— p
i) in an ordinary case, when the plaint is presented to the proper
officer;

dpd.a e (ii) in the case of a pauper, when his application for leave to sue as
PPy a pauper is made; and afppl (Ladh o Qlignwe okl
4 (iii) in the case of a claim against a company which is being wound
enetrivn up by the court, when the claimant first sends in his claim to the
fm“% official liquidator; — dotswm ¢ v baue T Fakb aPPiitadipndt V25

(b) any claim by way of a set off or a counter claim, shall be trea ted as

a separate suit and shall be deemed to have been instituted—

__{i)—in the case of a set off, on the same date as the suit in which the
set off is pleaded;
~(ii)" in the case of a counter claim, on the date on which the counter
claim is made in court;
(¢) an application by notice of motion in a High Court is made when
the application is presented to the proper officer of that court.

COMMENTS

Limitation for filling complaint
Complainant sent demand notice but was not able to' know whether it was served
upon accused or not. The postal authority intimated the date of delivery of demand
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The Limitation Act, 1963 [Sec.3

ns to run from date of postal authority’s intimation; Bhabam
of West Bengal, AIR 2007 (DOC) 204 (Cal).

» consider question of limitation

- not meant to be an aid to unconscionable conduct, although, if
v, the court must unhesitatingly dismiss the suit. It is a law of
& which bars the remedy after lapse of a particular period by way
expediency without extinguishing the right in certain cases.
ast bar against limitation and in favour of the substance of the
wiews are clearly possible; Craft Centre v. Koncherry Coir Factories,

mitation in defending a justifiable cause is unsustainable; State of
IR 2002 P&H 68.
beyond period of limitation

. sewwn 3 of the Act, it is obligatory on part of court, to dismiss the suit
or ap, eal if made after the prescribed period even though the limitation is not set up as |
a defence, and there is no plea to raise the issue of limitation even at appellate stage
because in some of the cases it may go to the root of the matter; State of Orissa v. Mamata
Mohanty, (2011) 3 SCC 436: JT 2011 (2) SC 164: (2011) 2 SCALE 377.

When plea of limitation can be raised
Every suit should be filed within the prescribed period of tim iti 15

e and

liable to be dismissed in view of section 3 of the Act; R.K. ﬂﬂ‘!
2003(14;"@/],4 %y Arearchord e ¢ l'ml--b
iry of preE::nbed period when courl 4 —Where the

prescribed PEI‘IDd for any suit, agpea] or a tion e un a day when the
courl is closed, the suit, appeal h mihtu ted, gneiewgd or
made on the day w the '-'ﬁl SRR, ek doty

Explanation.o»= ¢ me to be closed on any day within the .3,
meaning of thi n d any part of its normal working hours it remains =01
closed n day. AL (uvade nemings Jrombil

COMMENTS L1 AL o) wun Bhedt nar
g of LS Rw TR
vernment body con31stmg of one or more judges who sit to adjudicate disputes

admlmster justice; Black’s Law Dictionary.
Scope ;

The word ‘court” means a proper court which has ]urlsd:clmn to entertain the suit;

. Amar Chand v. Union of India, AIR 1973 5C 313, Poyiyon oy b4l o
Vool -\_ifﬂExtensmn 0 prescnbed period in certain casee. —An éf eal:or
N M, other than an application under any of the proviions %E UrEer
Aope e of le Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908), may be admitted after the
\ou" " prescribed period, if the appellant or the applicant sahshlﬁ'ﬁ‘re’cmnrﬂﬁrh—he tad
M*~ sufficient cause for not E:eferr%e ag, peal or makin § the apphcahnn within
such period, 4 LT mawin Poned vasg Vo deg dhax

~ Explanatioh.—The fact that the a appellant or the appllcant was misled by any |
order, practice or judgment of the High Court in ascertaining or compuimg the

,prescribe; umd mMe sufficient cause mtl"%ﬁ'g} %  section.

“Rawriod watilol R 1oay: % COMMENTS “‘F’
Appllﬁbilityt"tghhi b"*jnl oL s 'ﬁ:..j“l.m s Lll{b&}api V“T wl mltlﬁ '

For entertaining an appeal filed agau?.st the decision or urdér of the Appellau}m
Tribunal for electricity beyond the period of 120 days specified in section 125 of th
Electricity Act and its proviso, Supreme Court cannot invoke section 5 of the Llnutatmf a.uara
Act, 1963; Chhattisgarh State Electricity Board v. Central Electricity Regulatory Lommissiort,
AIR 2010 SC 2061. P
. znhs- Souety ar N golak nahnosn Vo MO KriShng ue "“1-, m’;’\ﬂ“{]mph@dll
Rercaaty ol Lawam g detay no
L s (ﬁqm!n 0y sepukbicae W st nd W‘“‘"“p
s v dbhtm Q\L@j.uw uPlomed > 4 :

[ = . — t&
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‘ Condenaln of  delay —  \ilise
Cf" Aoyt anew)| 7 |

Sec. 5] The Limitation Act, 1963 Pon-. 5

The free and fair elections are guarantee of the democratic polity. In the absence of
the applicability of section 5 of the Limitation Act, the rights of the aggrieved person,
intended to challenge an election, can be defeated by not appointing the lection
Tribunal by the State. Placing an interpretation which excludes applicability of section 5
of the Act would be defeating the purpose of the Act; Shaik, Saidulu alias Saida v. Chukka
Yesu Rafnam, AIR 2002 SC 749,

Condonation of delay

(i) Generally the courts including Supreme Court adopt a liberal approach in
considering appf,:[catinn for condonation of delay on ground of sufficient cause under
section 5 of the Act. However, the concept such as "liberal approach”, “justice oriented
approach”, "substantial justice” cannot be employed to ﬁ_tRﬁson the substantial law of

limitation; @?gsl%qﬁwm of Andhra Pradesh, 2011 5C 1199: (2011) 4 SCC
363: JT 2011 540: (2011) 2 SCALE 703,
(i) Though section 5 of the Act envisages the explanation of delay to the satisfaction

of the court, and makes no distinction between the State and the citizen, nonetheless
adoption of a strict standard of Frunf in case of the Government, which is dependent on
the actions of its officials, who often do not have any }:ersgnal interest in its transactions,
may lead to grave mis:*am'adge of justice and therefore, certain amount of latitude is
ermissible in such cases; Indian Oil Corporation Lid. v. Subrata Borah Chowlek, (2010) 12

ECALE 209: 2010 (262) ELT a— ]
(iii) The expression ‘sufficient cause’ in section 5 must receive a liberal construction

inaction or lack of bona {?dm is imputable to the party seeki n 3
G. Ramagowda v, Special Land AurLufsfﬂon Officer, AIR 1988
(iv) The doctrine of equality before law deman tall lithzantl), inciydiliy the State

as a litigant, are accorded the same tita law is \dministered in an even
handed manner. There is go warXﬁ*:Eor%n a shepmotherly treatment when the
1y oraticn of

so as to advance substantial justice and generally delays in preferring appeals
required to be condoned in the interest of justice where no Zross n?ﬁgence or % e
ine opats la

State is the applica d elay. In fact experience shows that on
account of an im (no charge of the matter is directly hit or hurt

by the j soug sutjected to appeal) and the inherited bureaucratic
metfiochlogyi “n the note-making, file pushing and passing on the buck ethos,
del i rtis less difficult to understand though more cﬁ?ﬁcu]t to approve. In any
ev tate which represents the collective cause of the community, does not deserve

itigant non grata status. The courts therefore have to inform with the spirit and
philosophy of the provisions in the course of the interpretation of the expression
sufficient cause’. So also the same approach has fo be evidenced in its application to
matters at hand with the end in view to do even handed justice on merits in preference
to the approach which scuttles a decision on merits. Turning to the facts of the matter
giving rise to the present appeal, sufficient cause exists for the delay; Collector, Land
Acquasition, Ananinag v. Kaliji, AIR 1987 SC 1353,

(v) Sechion ves the courts a discretion which in respect of jurisdiction is to be
exercised in the way in which judicial power and discretion ot i td upon
principles which are well understood; the words ‘sufficient ¢ Qers Aoy liberal
construction so as to advance substantial justice when no n fon nor
want of bona fides is imputable to the appellant; Shakuniala Deme%. “*owﬂ'*n fri, AIR
1869 SC 575, sl
Exercise of discretion g e

If the party who has applied for extension of period shows §} ¢ CEOA (}" 15 due
to any of the facts mentioned in the explanation that would be tre n anAg Cause,
and after it is treated as sufficient cause, the question may then ¢ 16 A8l retion

gj&u;llscll be exercised in favour of the party or not; Ramlal v, Rewn « \ yrer (o) 1962

Scope \n mmnes e
Provisions of section 5 must be construed having regard S reofy
Nastruddin_v, Sita Ram Agarwal, (2003) 2 SCC 577. s

Section 5 does not provide that an application in writing mus fne nati elief
under the said provision can be granted; Ram Kali Kuer v. Indradec \ws Permd §98 985
Pat 148. e ———— - YUmniA-

cnbed
M o ﬁ‘;“\;""‘
. Cr q

—




cﬂa@?disabili% has ceased, as would otherwise have been allowed from fhe Hme
yo” Specified therefor in the third column of the Schedule.

Sect doey Ujs 6
nof Carere T
¢ ynnor
6 ' imitation Act, 1963 . (Sec. 5
(L h The Limitation Ac .

Cor : h have been expressly made ma Unild ™ nt by the
provisio 8 WmibHen  annot to the same extent and in th \ (o 1 e invoked
in_deali ion which fall to be decided onl ———- 5 without
referency_, Sec ¢ dy - amlal v. Rewa Coalfields Ltd., AIR 1%

Sufficie ' e o .

The ™Y P vtmstient cause’ should be considered | s :] Pesiod i justice
oriented TUNp than the technical detection of sufl EI ! dls— xplaining
every di ? NCT of Delhi) v. Almed Jaan, 2008 (11 ¥ ) ) SCALE
455; \imijasen —&bﬂﬂ@ s

The Yicient cause’ should receive a libe 50 as to

advancé WY SRrende o \when no negligence or inactior Pecked a a fide is
imputat™wy ‘perfoq  ether c;xplanﬁlionhfurnis}}ﬁ:i would ¢ | mijadien 1.; cau.-ile'
or not v u acts of each case. There canna - formula
for acce a "h"’m; E;;Eanalion furnished for the dela: Shall_Temam o oo
Howev¢ 1wt proceed with the tendency of fin M e cause
shown anu reecy wie pedtion by a slipshod order in over juk ol drive,
Acceptance of explanation furnished should be the rule and refusal an exception more
so when no negligence or inaction or want of bona fide can be imputed to the defaulting
partg. On the other hand, while considering the matter the courts should not lose sight
of the fact that by not taking steps within the time prescribed, a valuable right has
accrued to the other pa;;y which should not lightly be defeated by condoning delay in
a routine like manner. However by taking a pedantic and hyper technical of the
matter the explanation furnished should not g:rejected when stakes are=higl,, causing

enormous loss and irreparable injury to the party against.whomgthe li s and
defeating valuable right of such a party to have the dedis i rts should
strike balance between the resultant effect of the order o pass upon the

parties either way; Ram Nath Sao v, Gobardha AIR : :
A liberal approach is to be adop ufficient cause must be made out in a
pragmatic manner and ca ac g upon a party to explain each day’s
delay is to be avoilieq; a ate Lleciricity Board v. Phoolchand Satyapal (Engineers and
Contractors), (1 69 (P&H).

t i time by invoking the provisions of section 5 of the Act, the

n has to satisfy the court that he had sufficient cause for not filing

eal, revision or objections, within the prescribed time; Rishi Prabhat v. Delhi
eiopment Authority, (1994) 1 CCC 719 (Del).
The words ‘sufficient cause” should receive a liberal construction so as to advance
substantial justice when no negligence or inaction or want of bona fide is imputable to a
party; State of West Bengal v. Administrator, Howrah Municipality, AIR 1972 SC 749,

- Legal disability.—(1) Where a person entitled to inslitute a suit or make
application for the execution of a decree is, at the time from which the
prescribed period is to be reckoned, a_minor or insane, or an idiot, he may
institute the suit or make the ,apgllication within the same period after the

(2) Where such persons, at the lime from which the prescribed period is to
be reckoned, affected by two such disabilities, or where, before his disability has
ceased, he is affected by another disability, he may institute the suit or make the
application within the same period after both disabilities have ceased, as would

otherwise have been allowed from the time so specified.

- -(3) Where the disability continues up to the death of that person, his legal
representative may institute the suit or make the application within the same

| period after the death, as would otherwise have been allowed from the time so

specified. 7 .
(4) Where the legal representative referred to in sub-section (3) is, at the date

" of the death of the person whom he represents, affected by any such disability,

the, rules contained in sub-sections (1) and (2) shall apply.
[ oy

¥ 2 WY (hantt 2 et e
ke\n“éﬁ N o ;w"ﬁﬁgwf* b e \
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Sec. 9] The Limitation Act, 1963 T

(5) Where a person under disability dies a!fter the disability ceases hu_t wi;thin
the period allowed to him under this section, his Iega! representative may institute
the suit or make the application within the same period after the death, as would
otherwise have been available to that person had he not died.

Explanation.—For the purposes of this section, ‘minor’ includes a child in the
womb,

\_7: Disability of one of several persons.—Where one of several persons jointly
entitled to institute a suit or make an application for the execution of a decree is
under any such disability, and a discharge can be given without the concurrence

ik of ilig}}ﬂg_@n, time will run against them all; bul, where no such discharge can h
ahe “he given, time will not run as against any of them until one of them becomes '~ dow

f*““ capable of giving such discharge without the concurrence of the others or until <=7

. I AUSTAOTIL ALSOER i —F 1 pad sl 3tim
the disability has ceased. i AL 200N8 -1 " Hinae. WHIA nsTA

Explanation I.— This section applies to a discharge from every kind of liability,
including a liability in respect of any immovable property.

Explanation I.— Far the purposes of this section, the manager of a Hindu
undivided family governed by the Mitakshara law shall be deemed to be cap{
4

of giving a discharge without the concurrence of the other members o
only if he is in management of the joint family prp_per»‘
COMMENTS (
ety L ®

Applicability

Section 7 would a thi rig sup iswuint irrespective of whether the
substantive right is joi n anenii vi Premier Insurance Co. Ltd., AIR 1983 All
27

8.Spe Wl‘ -~— Nothing in section 6 or in section 7 applies to suits
to iinfor f pre-emption, or shall be deemed o extend, for more(than three’

yeags=itom the cessation of the disability or the death of the person affected
thereby, the period of limitation for any suit or application. 3 3 gyad se Jda ngw
> €
Paggimum pevod ¥ COMMENTS Mkum Puaite boi ngle M€
Suit for possession'* [|*' "= (10 I clodn gt

et Ed i L LAY

Where a person is entitled to'institute a suit, the limitation begins to run for a minor
or insane, or an idiot to institute the suit be within the same period after the disability
has ceased as would otherwise have been allowed from the time specified therefor in
3rd column of the Schedule i.e., 3 years from the date of cessation of disability. Therefore
considered from this perspective, court concurrently, found as a fact that the appellant
is a stranger to the family of the respondent and that he forged the will, the last
testamentary disposition of the father of the respondent and on its basis the appellant
| wrongfully came into the possession of the suit property in execution of the decree,
Therefore, the suit of the respondent is barred by limitation; Darshan Singh v. Gurdecp

Singh, AIR 1995 SC 75,

-9 Continuous running of time.—Where once lime has begun to run, no
subsequent disability or inability to institute a suit or make an application stops
it Tegel o3 - s Phu’d:.'.u»@ elssSiian

Provided that where letters of administration to the estate of a creditor have

 been granted to his deblor, the running of the period of limitalion for a suit to
recover the debt shall be suspended while the administralion continues. ,{-_
( =)
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¢ hanyat! Y
- v o8 ¥ coMMENTS

Suspension of period of limitation
Time that began to run against father cannot be applied lo the sons al a time when
they were not E-vun born; State of Punjab v, E-'ui;;il gm;:nﬁ.[R Zﬂguer&H ﬁnﬂ i '
Suits 'agai‘ﬁls'lmrmeel; and their fe;t*ese;xla i&fés.mlwithslan' ing
anything conlained in the foregoing provisions of this Act, no_suil against a
person in whom property has become vested in trust for any specific purpose,
or against his legal representalives or assigns (nol being assigns for valuable
consideration), for the purpose of following in his or their hands such property,

5
™ or the proceeds thereof, or for an account of such property or proceeds, shall be
Q}P-:‘f—rd‘}tbarred by any length of time. wiadl Mohawmmed v Rakmarges

\j\}’f‘:} Explanation.—For the purposes of this section any property comprised in a

Hindu, Muslim or Buddhist religious or charitable endowment shall be deemed
to be property vested in trust for a specific purpose and the manager of the
property shall be deemed to be the trustee thereof.

11. Suits on contracts entered into outside the territories to which the Act
extends.—(1) Suits instituted in the territories to which this Act extends on
contracts entered into in the State of Jammu and Kashmir or in a foreign country
shall be subject to the rules of limitation contained in this Act.

(2) No rule of limitation in force in the State of Jammu arny a
foreign country shall be a defence to a suit institut es on a
contract entered into in thal State or in a foreign coultry {un 0 et s Lh

(a) the rule has exting scofitzatt; an R S
i\ 15 Conjsad tntmhogs Qnlends
(b) . the parties . Siebtate or in the foreign country
durin pv esciibed by such rule.

PART III
PUTATION OF PERIOD OF LIMITATION

usion of time in legal proceedings.—(1) In computing the period
of nitation for any suit, appeal or application, the day from which such period
is to be reckoned, shall be excluded. .4 fehw am exciuds At M 0dd

}An computing the period of limitation for an appeal or an application for
le#ie to appeal or for revision or for review of a judgment, the day on which the
judgment complained of was pronounced and the time requisite for obtaining a
copy of The decree, sentence or order appealed from or sought to be revised or

reviewed shall be excluded.

-~ (3) Where a decree or order is appealed from or sought to be revised or

reviewed, or where an application is made for leave to appeal ffom a decree or
order, the time requisite for obtaining a copy of the judgment ![***] shall also be
excluded Ly gitne o Copgy aumey Mot '“-ama( wo gdd T
In computing the period of limitation for an application to set aside an
award, the time requisite for obtaining a copy of the award shall be excluded.
: #fgﬂu 1ot yoien fasiia T

e v
{. The words “on which the decree or order is founded” om itted By Act 46 of 1999, sec. 33

(WEI ]=7—2002} L = Trod < rsuid
. ’ e ] L )
LA At e SIS

&\—edrg.wa wp ¥ rhc.hamA neyan
e Lhy hai 1

Foi i seq b‘.;.,.wu?gow |
epddwt

and LAl Lf(pl:v-r MUY fu T e



Sec. 14] The Limitation Act, 1963 9

Explanation.—In computing under this section the time requisite for obtaining
a copy of a decree or an order, any time taken by the court to prepare the decree
or order before an application for a copy thereof is made shall not be excluded.

COMMENTS

Exclusion of time in legal proceedings

It is now well-settled that under section 12(2) of the Act, read with the Explanation,
the appellant is not entitled to exclude the time that had elapsed from the date of the
judgment till signing of the decree prior to his application for a copy thereof in
compuling the period of limitation prescribed for filing the appeal; State of Assam v..
Gobinda Chandra Paul, AIR 1991 Gau 104.  u¥l me roquale® glg 13009 — apual Hve

In computing the period of limitation prescribed for an appeal, the day on which ™l
the judgment or order complained was pronounced and the time taken by the court
available the copy applied for have to be excluded. There is no justification for restricting
the scope of that provision; State of Uttar Pradesh v. Maharaja Narain, AIR 1968 SC 960.
Requirements of section

The question whether the appeal preferred was in time or not should be considered
on the basis of information available from the copy of the judgment and decree filed
along with the memorandum of Appeal and not from other copies which the party
might have got and used for other purposes with which the court has nothing to do;
State of Uttar Pradesh v. Maharaja Narain, AIR 1968 SC 960. X‘

n

Scope 5
The limitation for filing an appeal commences frem the date ¢ the jud
S. Chai naba app

not from the date the decree is signed; Basavarajappa : 1)2 CCC
20 (Karn). g

A person cannot sed between pronouncements
of the judgment and

h
the d if he made the application for a copy only
avn Chinublai v. R.C. Bali, AIR 1977 SC 2319,

Time, i i
]ﬁp jol. ‘time requisite’ in sub-section (2) of section 12 cannot be understood
s th absolutely necessary’for obtaining the copy of the order and that what is
ctible under sub-section (2) of section 12 is not the minimum time within which a
copy of the order appealed against could have been obtained; Commissioner of Sales Tax,
Uttar Pradesh v. Madanlal & Sons, AIR 1977 SC 523. st |apdeay

A% Exclusion of time in cases where leave to sue or appeal as - pepis
ai i lied for.—In computing the period of limitation prescribed for any Guitjor

’n any case where an application for leave to sue or appeal as a pauper

as been made and rejected, the time during which [he applicant has been
proseculing Th good faith his application for such leave shall be excluded, and
the court may, on payment of the court fees prescribed for such suit or appeal, treat
the suit or appeal as having the same force and effect as if the court fees had been

4 SRR : b hoaad ke Ushe head  desi bhen' b s
paid in the first instance. Ug:g_{‘mb@ Nojagey \cd ,,ISL,. Midh b bl i

h- o \,14, Exclusion of time of proceeding bona fide in court without jurisdiction.—

(1) In computing the period of limitation for any suit the time during which the
plaintiff has been prosecuting with due diligence another civil proceeding,
whelher in a court of first instance or of appeal or revision, against the defendant
shall be excluded, where the proceeding relates to the same matter in issue and
is prosecuted in good faith in a court which, from defect of jurisdiction or other
cause of a like nature, is unable to entertain it. J

3

AR




10 The Limitation Act, 1963 [Sec. 14

(2) In computing the period of limitation for any ajgpl,i;:'a.tion, the time
during which the applicant has been prosecuting with due diligence an.oiiher
civil proceeding, whether in a court of fu-s} instance or of appeal or revision,
against the same party for the same relief shall be excluded, where such
proceeding is prosecuted in good faith in a court which, from defect of
jurisdiction or other cause of a like nature, is unable to entertain it.

(3) Notwithstanding anything contained in rule 2 of Order XXIII of the Code
of Civil Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908), the provisions of sub-section (1) shall apply
in relation to a fresh suit instituted on permission granted by the court under
rule 1 of that Order where such permission is granted on the ground that the
first suit must fail by reason of a defect in the jurisdiction of the court or other
cause of a like nalure. (_;,}J.,q ‘gl d veyuyed

i ; ; oy o.d fusnaitu
Explanation.—For the purposes of this section— —— i

(a)” in excluding the time during which a former civil proceeding was
pending, the day on which that proceeding was instituted and the
day on which it ended shall both be counted;

(b) a plaintiff or an applicant resisting an appeal shall be deemed to be
prosecuting a proceeding; - 1§g-'.r ] ndas” st ko rdf & Jumuti ,

I‘ _—
‘L(;_:)' misjoinder of parties or of causes of action s} e tob
- cause of a like nature with defect of jurisdictio
[)
o
eﬂoceedings on merit and not on defect of

ilad i1 th
jurisdi causes of a like nature, it would not be entitled to the benefit of
secti o : artap Singh Chauhan v. Onida Savak Ltd., AIR 2003 Del 252.
Goo and diligence

he expression ‘good faith’ qualifies prosecuting the proceeding in the court which
ultimately is found to Kave no jurisdiction. Failure to pay the requisite court fee found
short on a contention’being raised or the error of judgment in valuing a suit filed before
a court which was ultimately found to have no jurisdiction has absolutely nothing to do
with the question of good faith in prosecuting the suit in section 14; Vijay Kumar Rampal
v. Diwan Devi, AIR 1985 SC 1669.

Scope

When a party has been bona fide pursuing a wrong remedy, it would be a fit case for
applying the principle embodied in section 14 of the Act; Vaditho Anantharao Naik v.
Bhoomisetty Rajaiah, (1994) 2 CCC 45 (AP).
Sections 5 and 14

Sections 5 and 14 of the Act, though independent, are not mutually exclusive. Even
in a case where section 14 applies, section 5 is not excluded; Samuel Joseph v.

Rawmwachangran Cfit'”ﬂy_l,‘ﬂ‘li !19‘9}) CC 583 g(eﬁh
gir % alp P gl s ;
157 Exclusion of time in certajnpo" e case;:‘t-u—l}?} T;'n‘computmg the period

&f limitation of '-any or @pplication for the execution of a decree, the

institution or execution of whicliTias been stayed by injunction or order, the time
of the continuance of the injunction or order; the day on which it was issued or
made, and the day on which it was withdrawn, shall be excluded.




% u“fi
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(2) In computing the period of limitation for any suit of which notice has
been given, or for which the previous consent or sanction of the Government or
any other authority is required, in accordance with the requirements of any law
for the time being in force, the period of such notice or, as the case may be, the
time required for obtaining such consent or sanction shall be excluded.

E:cpfmmﬂ'an.s—‘fn excluding the time required for obtaining the consent or
sanction of the Government or any other authority, the date on which the
application was made for obtaining the consent or sanction and the date of
recerpli(»)f the 9{dg{ of the Go_?f_gl}mgnt ﬁﬂ}ﬁﬁ wonty shall both be counted.

(3) In computing theriod u},—ﬁm tation for any suit or application for
execution of a decree any receiver or interim receiver appointed in
proceedings for the adjudication of a person as an insolvent or by any liquidator
or provisional liquidator appointed in proceedings for the winding up of a
|, company, the period beginning with the date of institution of such proceedings
...+ and ending with the expiry of three months from the date of gggginhnent of S—

e —— e ———

‘v such receiver or liquidator, as the case may be, shall be exclude

'

,..A% (4) In computing the period of limitation for a suit for possession by a 1”-.',,..1-
\ purchaser at a sale in execution of a decree, the time during which a proceeding
-y to set aside the sale has been prosecuted shall be excluded.

o YO (5) i}?con{ﬁﬁting the period of limitation for any suit the time during whi s O
Lw the defendant has been absent from India and from the t rie de
¢ ") under the administration of the Centrgl Governt shall L2 ex:luded.

. V s %
Scope
W\eﬂ prix v t when the law prescribes more than one mode of

- ]
exe;ﬁ;' folhe holder to choose which of them he will pursue; Anandilal
V. in, AIR 1984 1383, 186 el ok -a
: wi
Mffect%femp _c!.ga(t!ﬂ on ;mll?o:e"ﬂi accrual of the right to sue.—(1) Where
[ @ person who would, if he were living, have a right to institute a suit or make
e~ ne an application dies before the right accrues, or where a right to institute a suit . .,
¢ basd or make an application accrues only on the death of a person, the period of G gar
(>4  limitation shall be computed from the time when there is a legal representative <o -

47 of the deceased capable of instituting such suit or making b annlination, O

(" (2) Where a person against whom, if he were living, a rig Provisons suit -

44 +4 6t make an application would have accrued dies before t S:ng"“‘ W or
“ where a right to institute a-suit or make an application ¢, SR | rson
acerues on the death of such person, the period of limitation © ated

 from the time when there is a legal representative of the dec ~ * " V2 el inom
the plaintiff may institute such suit or make such applicati ;‘: ‘:Qm &

(3) Nothing in sub-section (1) or sub-section (2) applie " orce
rights of pre-emption or to suits for the possession of immo > SW= Jer or of
a hereditary office. 4 §re. empr bg-Coud N Poste W T4

{177 Effect of Fraud Jor mistake.—(1) Where, in the | U ;;"'TM‘-‘ L or
application for which i period of limitation is prescribed £ o
Apea) nok A Qb ica i 4 0 heseeh-

bﬁ dde.hiar_r X efendany I Gﬁ_‘ﬂf‘:
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T alne Jrmid B Gk dyye Hing
(a) the suit or application is based upon the fraud of the defendant or " Sy
respondent or_his agent; or -
(b) the knowledge of the right or title on which a suit or application is
founded is concealed by the fraud of any such person as aforesaid;
or

(c) the suit or application is for relief from the consequences of a

i ; n Podia. ™ ol Ba AseAaraiyen [ uia
mlstakﬂ' o b i Mh‘:’l':'-il‘_#t.n-u L eyl o’

(d) where any document necessarl;r 1'tf:::'ealabli.-:-.h the right of the piaﬁ}lliﬂ
or applicant has been fraudulently concealed from him,
the period of limitation shall not begin to run until plaintiff or applicant has
discovered the fraud or the mistake or could, with reasonable diligence, have
discovered il; or in the case of a concealed document, until the plaintiff or the
applicant first had the means of producing the concealed document or
compelling its production: W e e———
Provided that nothing in this section shall enable any suit to be instituted or
application to be made to recover or enforce any charge against, or set aside any
transaction affecting, any property which— t

(i) in the case of fraud, has been purchased for valuable considerl: 15
by a person who was not a party to the fraud id 15t at'the
of the purchase know, or have reason t lieve, ti\at a\\y fr: ad

been committed, or

rchased for wvaluable

)
(ii) in the caseqof mi ,
consid n ul ntly e transaction in which the mistake
was erson Who Gid not know, or have reason to believe,
E the mi

sihkeshad”been made, or

i) of a concealed document, has been purchased for

luable consideration by a person who was not a party to the

concealment and, did not at the lime of purchase know, or have
g reason lo believe, that the document had been concealed.

217" (2) Where a judgment-debtor has, by fraud or force, prevented the execution
.o~ of a decree or order within the period of limitation, the court may, on the
.+ application of the judgment-creditor made after the expiry of the said period
w8 extend the period for exemlfian ni the decree or order:

Provided that such applic: ton is made within one year from the date of the
discovery of the fraud or the cessation of force, as the case may be.

COMMENTS

Recovery of mortgage amount

Where fraud is proved against one of the judgment-debtor, the decree holder can
avail of it even against the legal representative of such judgment-debtor, Since the fraud
was committed by the respondent herein which prevented the petitioner from filing the
execution petition and realising the decree among within a period of twelve years,
therefore, the time taken for setting aside the decree in suit has (o Dbe excluded;
5. Pechiyammal v. N. Gnanasundaram Nadar, AIR 1995 Mad 3725 axuludng epeinlt™ ol

. Effect of acknowledgment in writing.f(f)'Where, before the expiration
of the prescribed period for a suit or application in respect of any property or

right, an acknowledgment of Iia1bility' in respect of such property or right has

2 | " . ,
AR J, i doate ) ﬁ*f\f » w,
SO - ; Ak now led g mas-
A AL R 1 ST 71 s - . :
R i o adwss LY mbendres 18 PO L sl
CRIPTRANE AR W et TN AT -1,]-,“?!.:1
| a5 g T A (1 Eaa u k l- | 4
I i ) (8 Fy BT VLbwy

;'th hae Jouge has,

— — —_— —
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Sec. 19] The Limitation Act, 1963
Ay S0wed ‘od !n'-|;l1 0 in asmenwyed r:.i..tq

been made in writing signed by the party againsf whom such prope
is claimed, or by any person through whom he derives his title or
fresh period of limitation shall be computed from the time + 9
acknowledgment was so signed.
) Where _the writing containing the acknowledgment is und
évidence) may be given of the time when it was si ed; but suby
provisions ol (he Tndi vidence Act, 1872 (1 of 1872), oral evide
contents shall not be received. '
Explanation.—For the purposes of this section,—
(a) an acknowledgment may be sufficient though it omits to &
exact nature of the property or right, or avers that t ¢

4~ payment, delivery, performance or enjoyment has not yet!

N 4" accompanied by a refusal to pay, deliver, perform or

,t‘,‘;:’j, enjoy, or is coupled with a claim to set-gff, or is addressed to
.;u person other than a person enlitled to the property or right;
T (b) the word “signed” means signed either personally or by an agent

sy duly authorised in this behalf: and

Essentials of acknowledgment q b

As per section 18, acknowledgment can Be wi not only ty or rig
but it can be even with resy 0 the Eawility; Wand) [ nvi v. LRs of Goswami Brij
Bliushan, AIR 2003 NOC

[tequir’ementa' of

As the suil firee years from the date of breach of the contract,
it cofuil 1 Wonly if there was acknowledgment under section 18 of the
ActAP.K. v. Canara Bank, AIR 2003 Ker 140. mirsaTm dib)>

of payment on account of debt or of ;ngﬁl on legacy:Where
o

payment on accounl of a debt or of interest on a legacy is made before_the

expiration of the preseribed period by the person fiable to pay the debt or legacy

or by his agent duly authorised in this behalf, a fresh period of limitation shall
n»’I:\— be computed from the time when the payment was made:

"% Provided thal, save in the case of payment of interest made before the 1st

~ day of January, 1928, an ackno_wlegggnent of the payment appears in the

[~ handwriting of, or in a writing signed by, the person making the payment.

4 Explanation.—For the purposes of this section,— I Jo -‘i.zr]q nal

ey (a) where mortgaged land is in the possession of the mortgagee, the
' Q( receipt of the rent or produce of such land shall be deemed to be a

Pe
"’"‘L 4 (b) “debt” does not include money payable under a decree or order of
ot E Y pay
WX a-court.

Debt Recovery LA Tasudm il ACRM g v Ranuohwgeta s

The appellant does not have a case that the debt against the prineipal debtor had
become barred at the time when recovery proceedings were initiated against him. Even
otherwise, since the compensation amount for acquisition of the pro rty mortgaged by
the principal debtor was credited to the loan account with the l(l"g his payment would
certainly E;_, a paymenl as contemplated under section 19 of the Limitation Act; C.P.

Sreelal v, District Collector, Thiruveranthapuram, AIR 2007 Ker 131.

Acknowledgment

_ Where the statement is relied on as expressing final relationship it must show that
Il was made with the intention of admilﬁn? such final relationship subsisting al the time

when it wag made; Tilak Ram v. Nathu, AIR 1967 SC 935,

nemt

wn w (@ an application for the execution of a decree or order shall not
,\',F,_,jﬂ, deemed o be an application in respect of any property or igl :
¢ COMMENTS T lade. B IV mﬁ’ - T
plog

hl_ﬁ‘lkr Py Mo Plaa

-B\j-l" pﬂ}lment: —h nACLwE M\"b '--xiuu.‘cl bt dﬂ_ﬁ_l'q_ﬁ s Prrn- p"lld‘iu.--g_,
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14 The Limitation Act, 1963 [Sec. 19

Applicability

Where a document can be construed as an acknowledgment of loan, section 19 of the
Act, comes into play; Narasingha Sahu v. Banka Bihari Sanskrit College, (1994) 2 CCC 464
(Ori).
Cheque

Where a post-dated cheque is accepted conditionally and it is honoured, the
payment for purpose of section 19 can only be on the date which the cheque bears and
cannot be on the date the cheque is handed over; [iwanlal Achariya v. Rameshwar Lal
Agarwala, AIR 1967 SC 1118. me— Sl
Prescribed period

For reasons of policy the Legislature insists on a written or signed acknowledgment
as the only proof of payment and excludes oral testimony; Sant Lal Mahton v. Kamala
Prasad, AIR 1951 SC 477.
Scope

The statement on which the plea of acknowledgment is founded must relate to a
subsisting liability as the section requires that it must be made before the expiration of
the period prescribed under the Act. It need not, however, amount to a promise to pay,
for an acknowledgment does not create a new right of action but merely extends the
period of limitation. The statement need not indicate the exact nature or the specific t

character of the liability. The words used in the statement in question, however,
relate to a present subsisting liability and indicate the exis f juralyrelal joriaki
between the parties, such as, for instance, that of a debtor a agredl r aad
intention to admit such jural relationship, Such an inteptign need ri»t be in e terms
and can be inferred by implication from the n f missior, and ‘the surrounding
t i Lid. v\ Alimininm Corpn., AIR 1971 SC 1482.
ongp

t ment by another person.—(1) The
u'horiea'in this behalf” in sections 18 and 19 shall, in

20. Effect™©

expressi

the olLa o
ma ofyin &gent duly authorised by such guardian, committee or manager
to e acknowledgment or make the payment.

(2) Nothing in the said sections renders one of several joint contractors,

partners, executors or mortgagees chargeable by reason only of a written

acknowledgment signed by, or of a payment made by, or by the agent, of, any
.| _eother or others of them, 1 L—t sec. }3| 19
N = i . (3) For the purposes of the said sections,—
. ¥ Urk (a) an acknowledgment signed or a payment made in respect of any
[ o on, DA liability by or by_the duly authorised agent of, any limited owner of
| =" . property who is governed by Hindu law, shall be a wvalid
gV mygﬁ,’ﬂ- acknowledgment or payment, as the case may be, against a
" = reversioner succeeding to such liability; and — yeal Lol @Apaie
(b) where a liability has been incurred by or on behalf of a Hindu
| undivided family as such, an acknowledgment or payment made by,
| or by the duly authorised agent of, the manager of the family for the
| e time being shall be deemed to have been made on behalf of the
[ \fx'_\q--_ whole family.-4'Can . % afy toum o fen (B ) vw [ ' 2 1o
Mfect of substituting or adding new plaintiff or defendant.—(1) Where —
ad Y Jfer the institution of a suit, a new plaintiff or, defendant is substituted or 4
cante " added, the suit shall, as regards him, be deemed to have been instituted when

1\ I Rals
[
I-]!L L

ety

i)

Ja sV
]

“1 W

) J,htm"’.—

e ———

he was so made a party:  apfiion burdn| (uad Qiberel
Provided that where the court is satisfied that the omission to include a new
plaintiff or defendant was due'toa misfake made in good faith it may direct that
the suit as regards such plaintiff or defendant shall be deemed to have been
instituted on any earlier date. | daie ? &émﬂ Sufl Lovuppadwdame ¢ € Rasd wigrivy
— ( 4 X
WA \ip b T carteey dode,
L. A
- F_'Ll" ol d] IHE;IJ'U!&J ¢ 'E‘l-'-’-_h-.'_i r.;_]I anm - eh

t[‘"t;‘r v F.f o, ey
G 1] W ) - o L, W1
el Lk wn' ot oot \iET

st 2 [ L A e FLa 1 AT .y b e Oroge.
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Seed
Sec. 25] The Limitation Act, 1963 L does nw- 15
ajeply o

(2) Nothing in sub-section (1) shall apply to a case  pynwposinion 3 added
or substituted owing to assignment or devolution of ¢ pusre, ing the
pendency of a suit or where a plaintiff is made a defen dant is
made a plaintiff. ® s 21, sk

COMMENTS i

Order 1, Rule 10, CPC—Death of defendant 7 uq:hr Haga

Where in ignorance of death of a person, suit is filed, legal preadss) ght on
record subsequently. Section 21 of the Limitation Act would apy ﬂ&ﬂdN Avasd Nanak
Food Industries, AIR 2007 (DOC) 8 (Del). o d coened
Order 1, Rule 10, CPC - Addition of parties F0 o mab vl

good faith the party can be impleaded under Order 1, Rule 11 Civil
Procedure, 1908 subject to the limitation being decided at the tim of the
suit; Gunmidi Ramulu v. Gadey Srinivasa Rao, (1994) 2 CCC 271 | ";:;Ehd,:d‘
Scope
plt is the original institution that counts for everything includ..g uttation. Change

of position will not affect limitation so far as a party who was already on record; James
Machintosh & Co. Pot. Ltd. v. Shree Yamuna Mills Co. Ltd., (1991) 2 CCC 205 (Ker).

__22. Continuing breaches and torts.—In the case of a continuing breach of
contract or in the case of a continuing tort, a fresh period of limitation begins to
run at every moment of the time during which the breach or the tort, asghe case
may be, continues.

Lirappliooklg it
COMMENTS U‘ t ot
Continuing wrong
A suit for damages for wrongful det n@ds is bl on different footing vis-
a-vis continuing wro icY)f m tati d run from time when properly is
s Baaj

If a proper or necessary party was not impleaded on accour gy &Em ide in
L

wrongfully taken; Sinkar Distiaar ostidar, AIR 2007 SC 514.

23. Svits, fOr nsition for acts not actionable without special
amage c a suit for compensation for an act which does not give
se b of action unless some specific injury actually results therefrom, the

limitation shall be computed from the time when the injury results.

24, Computation of time mentioned in instruments.—All instruments shall

for the purposes of this Act be deemed to be made with reference to the
Gregorian calendar.

PART IV
ACQUISITION OF OWNERSHIP BY POSSESSION

25, Acquisition of easement by prescription.—(1) Where the access and use
of light or air to and for any building have been peaceably enjoyed therewith as
an easement, and as of right, without interruption, and for twenty years, and
where any way or watercourse or the use of any water or any other easement
(whether affirmative or negative) has been peaceably and openly enjoyed by any
person claiming title thereto as an easement and as of right without interruption
and for twenty years, the right to such access and use of light or air, way,
watercourse, use of water, or other easement shall be absolute and indefeasible.
(2) Each of the said periods of twenty years shall be taken to be a period
ending within two years next before the insfitution of the suit wherein the claim

to which such period relates is contested.

_(3)'Where the property over which a right is claimed under sub-section (1)
belongs to the Government that sub-section shall be read as if for the words
“twenty years” the words “thirty years” were substituted.

Explanation.—Nothing is an inferruption within the meaning of this section,
unless where there is an actual discontinuance of the possession or enjoyment by
reason of an obstruction by the act of some person other than the claimant, and
unless such obstruction is submitted to or acquiesced in for one year after the




ﬁ-;ﬂeyuﬁ sule
in rad U e luw
16 L) roden on) The Limitation Act, 1963 [Sec. 25
k028 Tho . .
claima ol A% mm“azmof and of the person making or authorising the same to
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26 ‘avour of reversioner of servient tenement.—Where any
land ¢ @®ceprenio over or from, which any easement has been enjoyed or
derive Tix wi W ic | under or bli:':irme of any interest for life or in terms of
Vears, be toud m Yearsfrom the granting thereof the time of the enjoyment
of su¢ dm ting the continuance of such interest or term shall be
exclu¢ Sec 23 ‘3 utation of the peripd pf twenly years in case the claim is,
withif \myaseo ! tafter the determination of such interests or term resisted
by tht { on such determination to the said land or water.

" STATE AMENDMENT

Orissa.—oecnon <o 1s repealed,

\/I)p?mrissa Act 24 of 1967, sec. 3 (w.e.l. 31-8-1967)].
\_-47. Extinguishment of right to property.—Al the determination of the

period hereby limited to any person for instituting a suit for possession of any
property, his right to such property shall be extinguished. ; A swil jx posen

COMMENTS M ovadelt Propr _-

Adverse Possession

{1 ed
The plaintiff must plead and prove the date on and from whisiehe claims | i ‘ e
exclusive, continuous and undisturbed possession and also that {uch i v
stilewtidle and
Na'asi

a Setty, (2007)

LANEOUS

rW 0 ain Acts.—[Rep. by the Repealing and Amending Act,
74, sec. 2 and First Sch. (w.ef 20-12-1974).]

*Savings.—(1) Nothing in this Act shall affect section 25 of the Indian
ontract Act, 1872 (9 of 1872).

_A2) Where an ecial or local law prescribes for any suit, %ﬁpeal or
application a period of limitation different from the period prescribed by the
Schedule, the provisions of section 3 shall apply as if such period were the
period prescribed by the Schedule and for the purpose of determining any
period of limitation prescribed for any suit, appeal or application h{ any special

actual and to-the knowledge of the real owner. He h to stHw
communicate it to the real owner; Krishn thi(s. H@.V.
3 SCC 569. K
gR
I

or local law, the provisions contained in sections 4 to 24 (inclusive) shall apply
only in so far as, and to the extent to which, they are not expressly excluded by
such special or local law.

(3) Save as otherwise provided in any law for the lime being in force with
respect to marriage and divorce, nothing in this Act shall apply to any suit or
other proceeding under any such law.

(4) Sections 25 and 26 and the definition of “easement” in section 2 shall not
a_pplty to cases arising in the territories to which the Indian Easements Act, 1882
(5 of 1882), may for the time being extend.

307 Provision for suits, etc,, for which the prescribed period is shorter than
the period prescribed by the Indian Limitation Act, 1908 —Notwithstanding
anything contained in this Act,—

(a) any suit for which the period of limitation is shorter than the period
of limitation prescribed by the Indian Limitation Act, 1908 (9 of
1908), may be instituted within a period of ![seven years] next after

1. Subs. by Act 10 of 1969, sec. 2(a), for “five years” (w.r.e.f. 1-1-1964).

BOAeE W 111 e Lo
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the commencement of this Act or within the period prescribed for
such suit by the Indian Limitation Act, 1908 (9 of 1908), whichever
period .expires earlier:

'[Provided that if in respect of any such suit, the said period of
seven years expires earlier than period of limitation prescribed
therefor under the Indian Limitation Act, 1908 (9 of 1908) and the
said period of seven years together with so much of the period of
limitation in respect of such suit under the Indian Limitation Act,
1908 (9 of 1908), as has already expired before the commencement
of this Act is shorter than the period prescribed for such suit under
this Act, then, the suit may be instituted within the period of
limitation prescribed therefor under this Act;]

(b) any appeal or application for which the period of limitation is
shorter than the period of limitation prescribed by the Indian
Limitation Act, 1908 (9 of 1908), may be preferred or made within
a period of ninety days next after the commencement of this Act or

within the period prescribed for such appeal or application b
Indian Limitation Act, 1908, whichever period expires eaj ié
E ia)
mi

STATE AMENDMENT
(Modification under Article 371F of the itution | i

Sikkim.—For section 30, substitute the“fo namel ;—
“30. Notwithstandin, g \ontiined_ix? this Act, any suit, appeal or
application, h o tec, preferred or made before the
ne : it Act for

commence n vich the period of limitation is shorter than the
: for” by the law in Sikkim immediately before such
y be instituted, preferred or made within the period provided

22-7-1983).] '
31. Provisions as to barred or pending suits, etc.—Nothing in this Act
shall,—
(a) enable any suit, appeal or application to be instituted, preferred or
made, for which the period of limitation prescribed by the Indian
Limitation Act, 1908 (9 of 1908), expired before the commencement
of this Act; or
(b) affect any suit, appeal or application instituted, preferred or made
before, and pending at, such commencement.

STATE AMENDMENT
(Modification under Article 371F of the Constitution of India)

Sikkim.—In section 31, in clause (a), for the words “Indian Limitation Act, 1908 (9 of
1908), expired before the commencement of this Act”, substitute the words “law in force in
Sikkim immediately before the commencement of this Act, expired before such
commencement”.

[Vide Gazette of India, Extra., Pt. II, Sec. 3(ii), p. 4 (No. 329), dated 29th July, 1983 (w.e.f.
22-7-1983).]

32. Repeal.—[Rep. by the Repealing and Amending Act, 1974 (56 of 1974),
sec. 2 and First Sch. (w.e.f. 20-12-1974).]

1. Ins. by Act 10 of 1969, sec. 2(b) (w.e.f. 26-3-1969),
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THE SCHEDULE
PERIODS OF LIMITATION
[See sections 2(j) and 3]
FIRST DIVISION—SUITS
Description of suit Period of Time from which period
7 limitation begins to run
PART |—SUITS RELATING, T0- ACCOUNTS e
1. For the balance due on a Threeyears The close of the year in which the
mutual, open and current — last item admitted or proved is
account, where there have entered in the account; such year to
been reciprocal demands be computed as in the account.
between the parties.
2. Against a factor for an Three years When the account is, during the
account. continuance of the agency,
demanded and refused or, w. no
such demand is mad¢, whei, the
agen
3. By a principal-against his Three years hen the aCoun is, during the
agent for movable property © ntinuance of the agency,
received by the latt and n manded and refused or, where no
accounted for such demand is made, when the
agency terminates.
4 i rincipals Three years When the neglect or misconduct
i gents for neglect or becomes known to the plaintiff.
nduct.
5. For an account and a share Threeyears The date of the dissolution.
of the profits of a dissolved
partnership.
PART II—SUITS RELATING TO CONTRACTS
6. For a Seaman’s wages. Three years  The end of the voyage during which
the wages are earned.
7. For wages in the case of any Three years When the wages accrue due.
other person.
8. For the price of food or drink  Three years When the food or drink is delivered.
sold by the keeper of a hotel,
tavern or lodging house.
9. For the price of lodging. Three years ~ When the price becomes payable.
10. Against a carrier for Threeyears When theloss or injury occurs.

compensation for losing or
injuring goods.

—!a
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Description of suit Period of Time from which period '
limitation begins to run

11. Against a carrier for Threeyears When the goods ought to be
compensation for non-delivery delivered.
of, or delay in delivering goods.

12. For the hire of animals, vehicles, Three years When the hire becomes payable.
boats or house-hold furniture.

13. For the balance of money Threeyears When the goods ought to be
advanced in payment of goods delivered.
to be delivered.

14. For the price of goods sold and Three years The date of the delivery of the
delivered where no fixed period goods.
of credit is agreed upon.

15. For the price of goods sold and  Three years When the period of credit expir
delivered to be paid for after the
expiry of a fixed period of
credit.

°
16. For the price of gaods seld and _ +Th ea %1 the period of the proposed
delivered to be fi a bill elapses.
uch b

bill of exchange
bei gw
. Fo rice of trees or growing Three years. The date of the sale.

ps sold by the plaintiff to
the defendant where no
fixed period of credit is agreed
upon. _—

18. For the price of work done by Three years When the work is done.
the plaintiff for the defendant
at his request, where no time
has been fixed for payment.

19. For money payable for money Three years When the loan is made.
lent.

20. Like suit when the lender has Three years When the cheque is paid.
given a cheque for the money.

- For money lent under an Threeyears When theloan is made.
>4 agreement that it shall be
payable on demand.

22. For money deposited under Threeyears When the demand is made.
an agreement that it shall be
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Description of suit ' Period of Time from which period
limitation begins to run

payable on demand, including

money of a customer in the

hands of his banker so :
payable.

or money payable to the Threeyears When the money is paid.
plaintiff for money paid for
the defendant.

24. For money payable by the Threeyears When the money is received.
defendant to the plaintiff for
money received by the
defendant, for the plaintiff’s
use.

25. For money payable for Threeyears When the interest becomes due.
interest upon money due
from the defendant to the

plaintiff. 5 ‘
26. For money payable to the Threey When & elacc stated in

plaintiff for mone found to ntm si d by the defendant or
be due fro 1s agent duly authorised in this
he p ai cchu ts behalf, unless where the debt is, by a
eent simultaneous agreement in writing

signed as aforesaid, made payable at
a future time, and then when that
time arrives.

27. For compensation for breach Three years When the time specified arrives or
of a promise to do anything the contingency happens.
at a specified time, or upon
the happening of a specified
contingency.

28. Onasingle bond, wherea day Three years The day so specified. l
is specified for payment.

! .
29. On a single bond, where Three years The date of executing the bond.
no such day is specified.

30. On a bond subject to a Threeyears When the condition is broken.
condition.

31. On a bill of exchange or Threeyears When the bill or note falls due.
promissory note payable at a
fixed time after date.
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Description of. 'suiti Period of Time from which period
limitation begins to run

32. On a bill of exchange payable Three years When the bill is
at sight, or after sight, but not presented,
at a fixed time.

33. On a bill of exchange accepted Three years When the bill is presented
payable at a particular place. at that place.

34. On a bill of exchange or Three years When the fixed time
promissory note payable at a expires.
fixed time, after sight or after
demand.

35. On a bill of exchange or Three years The date of the bill or

promissory note payable on
demand and not accompanied
by any writing restraining or
postponing the right to sue.

a promissory note or
bond payable by instalments.

anS"

LI\ a promissory note or

38.

39.

40.

bond payable by instalments,
which provides that, if default
be made in payment of one or
more instalments, the whole
shall be due.

On a promissory note given by
the maker to a third person to
be delivered to the payee after
a certain event should happen.

On a dishonoured foreign bill
where protest has been made
and notice given.

By the payee against the
drawer of a bill of exchange,
which has been dishonoured
by non-acceptance.

(\(\E

Three years

Three years

Three years

Three years

note.

Ehegpn'&L of the first

f payment as to the
part then payable; and for
the other parts, the
expiration of the
respective terms of

payment.

When the default is
made, unless where the
payee or obligee waives
the benefit of the
provision and then when
fresh default is made in
respect of which there is
no such waiver.

The date of the delivery
to the payee.

When the notice is given.

The date of the refusal to
accept.
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Description of suit

Period of

Time from which period

~ limitation begins to run

41. By the acceptor of an Three years When the acceptor pays the amount
accommodation bill against the of the bill.
drawer.

42. By a surety against the Threeyears When the surety pays the creditor.
principal debtor.

43. By asurety against a co-surety. Three years When the surely pays anything in

excess of his own share,

4. (a) On a policy of insurance Threeyears The date of the death of the
when the sum insured is deceased, or where the claim on the
payable after proof of the death policy is denied, either partly or
has been given to or received wholly, the date of such denial.
by the insurers.

(b) On a policy of insurance Three years The date of the occurrence causing
when the sum insured is the loss, or where the claim on the
payable after proof of the loss policy is denied her partly r
has been given to or received wholly, the da

by the insurers.

45. By the assured ﬂ surers elect to avond the
pren'ua un 011 pol

ctlon

4 nder the Indian Succession Threeyears The date of the payment or
Act, 1925 (39 of 1925), section distribution.

360 or section 361, to compel a
refund by a person to whom
an executor or administrator
has paid a legacy or distributed
assets.

47. For money paid upon an Threeyears The date of the failure.
existing consideration which '
afterwards fails.

48. For contribution by a party Three years The date of the payment in excess

who has paid the whole or
more than his share of the
amount due under a joint
decree, or by a sharer in a joint
estate who has paid the whole
or more than his share of the
amount of revenue due from
himself and his co-sharers.

of the plaintiff’s own share,

L

ﬂJ

ISR
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Description of suit

Period of
L limitation

Time from whicgperiod
begins to run

49. By a co-trustee to enforce
against the estate of a deceased
trustee a claim for contribution.

50. By the manager of a joint estate
of an undivided family for
contribution, in respect of a
payment made by him on
account of the estate.

51. For the profits of immovable
property belonging to the
plaintiff which have been
wrongfully received by the
defendant.

52 For arrears of rent.

53. By a vendor of immovable
property for personal payment
of unpaid purchase-money.

04 For chllc ce x

55. For -compensation for the
breach of any contract, express
or implied not herein specially
provided for.

Three years When the right to contribution

accrues.

Three years The date of the payment.

Three years When the profits are received.

Three years The m flx

 Three years) Where the arrears become

lt1

, or (\rhe the accepted
er the ed for completion)
date of the acceptance

s RS B T

- SR

ree years The aﬁate f;xed for l:he performance,

Three years

or, if o such date is fixed, when
the plaintiff has notice that
performance is refused.

When the contract is broken or
(where there are successive
breaches) when the breach in respect
of which the suit is instituted occurs
or (where the breach is continuing)
when it ceases,

PART III—SUITS RELATING TO DECLARATIONS

56. To declare the forgery of an
instrument  issued  or
registered.

57. To obtain a declaration that an
alleged adoption is invalid, or
never, in fact, took place.

58. To obtain
declaration.

any other

Three years When the issue or registration

becomes known to the plaintiff.

Three years When the alleged adoption becomes

known to the plaintiff.

Three years When the right to sue first accrues.
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B ADgc}ithio;)f suit Period of Time from which }‘)e_n_o_di
limitation o beginggun.

PART IV—SUITS RELATING TO DECREES AND INSTRUMENTS

59. To cancel or set aside an Three years  When the facts entitling the plaintiff

instrument or decree or for the to have the instrument or decree
] rescission of a contract. cancelled or set aside or the contract
rescinded first become known to

him.

60. To set aside a transfer of
property made by the
guardian of a ward—
(@) by the ward who has Three years When the ward attains majority.
attained majority. : '
(b) by the ward’s legal
representative— .
(i) When the ward dies Three years  When the ward attains majority.
within three years '
from the date of

attaining majority. S‘o
' (i) When the ward dies Three years W - S.
before attaining

majority.

61. By a mortgagor—
_Aa)  to reddem or

possedsi ovable recover possession accrues.
y .
@.@Jﬂ possession of Twelve years When the transfer becomes known
) immovable property to the plaintiff.
\/ mortgaged and

afterwards transferred by

the mortgagee for a

valuable consideration.

() to recover surplus Three years When the mortgagor re-enters on
collections received by the the mortgaged property
mortgagee after the
mortgage has been

o
PART V—SUITS RE? NG TG\ I ZVABLE PROPERTY

Thirty yearsa' When the right to redeem or to

satisfied.
,_62:’T6 enforce payment of mune}r"":l";welve years | When the money sued for becomes
| secured by a mortgage or © due.
I otherwise charged upon
immovable property.

| 63. By a morlgagee—
| (a) - for foreclosure. Thirty years When the money secured by the
St mortgage becomes due.
b)Y for possession  of (i'welve years When the mortgagee becomes
immovable property entitled to Possession.
mortgaged,
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Description of suit Period of Time from which period
limitation ~ begins to run

: jﬁ'f For possession of immovable Twelve y%fhe date of dispossession.
property based on previous =il
possession and not on litle,
when the plaintiff while in
possession of the property has

been dispossessed. \
—
LN)‘Eﬁ)‘r possession of immovable Twelve }FEI;}'.'Z When the possession of the
property or any interest - defendant becomes adverse to the
therein based on title. plaintiff.

Explanation—For the purposes

of this article— ‘

(a) where the suit is by a
remainderman, a
reversioner (other than a
landlord) or a devisee,
the possession of the
defendant shall be deemed
to become adverse only
when the _est
the Tenainde ‘mal),

reversiorfar ishe,

tﬁ aﬁia be /alls into
&\e e the suit is by a

Hindu or Muslim entitled

to the possession of

immovable property on

the death of a Hindu or €.

Muslim female, the - J

possession  of  the e N

defendant shall be deemed T

to become adverse only (Rs) Ay

when the female dies; T W

(c¢) where the suit is by a

purchaser at a sale in

execution of a decree

when the judgment-debtor

was out of possession at

the date of the sale, the

purchaser shall be deemed

to be a representative of

the judgment-debtor who

was out of possession.
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- A@c_n})tl(;w o’f‘sm o " Period of Time frorp which period
limitation begins to run o

STATE AMENDMENTS
Bihar:
In its application to the Scheduled Areas, in Article 65, in the second column, the
following words shall be added at the end, namely.—
"but 30 years in respect of immovable property belonging to a member of the
Schedule Tribes as specified in Part III to the Schedule to the Constitution
(Scheduled Tribes) Order, 1950”7,
[Vide Bihar Regulation 1 of 1969, sec. 3 and Sch. (w.e.f. 8-2-1969).]
Orissa:
In its application to the Scheduled Areas, in Article 65, second column, following words
shall be added at the end, namely:—
“but thirty years in relation to immovable properly belonging to a member of
a Scheduled Tribe specified in respect of the State of Orissa in the Constitution
(Scheduled Tribes) Order, 19507,
[Vide Orissa Regulation 1 of 1975, sec. 5 (w.ef. 12-12-1975).]

66. For possession of immovable Twelve years When the forfeiture is incurred or
property when the plaintiff has the condition is broken.

become entitled to possession
by reason of any forfeiture or
breach of condition. Ps
e ‘ )
~67. By a landlor ricomer wel H e tenancy is determined.
possession [r SRS
ViI—

ATING TO MOVABLE PROPERTY
ipetific movable property  Three years When the person having the right

sl, or acquired by theft, or . to the possession of the property first
dishonest misappropriation or ' learns in whose possession it is.
conversion,
69. For other specific movable Three years - When the property is wrongfully
property. taken.

70. To recover movable property Three years The date of refusal after demand.
deposited or pawned from a
depository or pawnee.

71. To recover movable property Three years When the sale becomes known to
deposited or pawned and the plaintiff.
afterwards bought from the
depository or pawnee for a
valuable consideration.

PART VII—SUITS. RELATING TO TORT.

72. For compensation for doing  One ye’i’i‘i’ When the act or omission takes
or for omitting to do an act . place.
alleged to be in pursuance of | gyl
any enactment in force for the {
time being in the territories to
which this Act extends.

al
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Description of suit Period of Time from which period
] limitation begins to run
23 For compensation for false One year  When the imprisonment ends.

imprisonment.

P

~For. compensation for a

75.

76.

78.

79.

e

81.
82.

83.

malicious prosecution.
g

e

For compensation for libel.

For compensation for slander.

For compensation for loss of
service occasioned by the
seduction of the plaintiff’s
servant or daughter.

For compensation for
inducing a erson to break a
contract w1t  the plaintiff.

For compe atio
111

compensation  for
wrongful seizure of movable
property under legal process.

By executors, administrators
or representatives under the
Legal Representatives’ Suits
Act, 1855 (12 of 1855).

By executors, administrators
or representatives under the
Indian Fatal Accidents Act,
1855 (13 of 1855).

Under the Legal
Representatives’ Suits Act,
1855 (12 of 1855) against an
executor, an administrator or
any other representative.

( One yeaf)

One year

One year
One year

One year

\w

One year

One year
Two years

Two years

When the plaintiff is acquitted or
the " prosecution is otherwise
terminated.

When the libel is published.

When the words are spoken or, if
the words are not actionable in
themselves, when the special
damage complained of results.

When the loss occurs.

Thea:? i@ \0\5‘

The date of the distress.
The date of the seizure.

The date of the death of the person
wronged.

The date of the death of the person
killed.

When the wrong complained of is
done.
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Description of suit Period of 7Time from which period
B limitation begins to run

84. Against one who, having a  Twoyears When the perversion first becomes
right to use property for known to the person injured
specific purposes, perverts it to thereby.
other purposes,

85. For  compensation for Threeyears The date of the obstruction.
obstructing a way or a water
course.

86. For compensation for diverting  Three years The date of the diversion.

a watercourse.

87. For compensation for trespass  Three years The date of the trespass.
upon immovable property.

88. For  compensation for Threeyears The date of the infringement.
infringing copyright or any
other exclusive privilege. U

89. To restrain waste, Three years When the wasteXgirx

90. For compensation for injury Threeﬁrea h@wjunction ceases,
caused by an injunction
wrongfully obtaine (

, 91. For compensatign,
(a) for wron taki Three years  When the person having the right
‘ in cific inovable to the possession of the property
p ty Whst, or acquired first learns in whose possession it
! b ft, or dishonest is.
isappropriation, or
conversion,

(b) for wrongfully taking or Threeyears When the property is wrongfully
injuring  or wrongfully taken or injured, or when the
detaining any other specific detainer’s possession becomes
movable property. unlawful.

PART VIII—SUITS RELATING TO TRUSTS AND TRUST PROPERTY

92. To recover possession of Twelveyears When the transfer becomes known
immovable property conveyed to the plaintiff.
or bequeathed in trust and
afterwards transferred by the
trustee for a valuable
consideration.

' 93. To recover possession of Threeyears When the transfer becomes known

movable property conveyed or
bequeathed in trust and

to the plaintiff,
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Description of suit

Period of
limitation

Time from which period
begins to run

afterwards transferred by the
trustee for a valuable
consideration.

94.
immovable property
comprised in a Hindu, Muslim
or Buddhist religious or
charitable endowment, made
by a manager thereof, for a
valuable consideration,

95. To set aside a transfer of

movable property comprised in

a Hindu, Muslim or Buddhist

religious or charitable

endowment, made by a

manager thereof, for a valuable

consideration.

By the manager of a Hindu,

Muslim or Bu is| relicio
or charitabl{ endov/me
recover.po ov. bl
i v property

ea .n the endowment

h has been transferred by

a previous manager for a
valuable consideration.

Three years

To set aside a transfer of Twelve years When the transfer becomes known

to the plaintiff.

When the transfer becomes known

to the plaintiff.

moval of the transferor or the
date of appointment of the plaintiff
as manager of the endowment,
whichever is later.

Vﬁ@e date;of death, resignation or

PART IX—SUITS RELATING TO MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS

97. To enforee a right of
pre-emption whether the right
is founded on law or general

usage or on special contract.

98. By a person against whom '[an
order referred to in the rule
63 or in rule 103] of Order XXI
of the Code of Civil Procedure,
1908 (5 of 1908) or an order

under section 28 of the

One year,

One year

When the purchaser takes under
the sale sought to be impeached,
physical possession of the whole
or part of the property sold, or,
where the subject-matter of the sale
does not admit of physical
possession of the whole or part of
the property, when the instrument
of sale is registered.

The date of the final order.

1. Subs. by Act 52 of 1964, sec. 3 and Second Sch., for “an order under rule 63 or rule 103"

(w.e.f. 29-12-1964).
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~ Description of suit o Period of Time from which period
limitation begins to run

Presidency Small Cause

Courts Act, 1882 (15 of 1882)

has been made, to establish

the right which he claims to

the property comprised in the

order.

99. To set aside a sale by a civil Oneyear When the sale is confirmed or
or revenue court or a sale for would otherwise have become final
arrears of Government and conclusive had no such suit
revenue or for any demand been brought.
recoverable as such arrears.

100. To alter or set aside any  Oneyear The date of the final decision or

decision or order of a civil
court in any proceeding other
than a suit or any act or order
of an officer of Government in
his official capacity.

101. Upon a judgment mcludmg a

foreign jud
recognisance.
%& ich the
i
insane.

has conveyed while
103.

To make good out of the
general estate of a deceased
trustee the loss occasioned by
a breach of trust.

104. To establish a periodically
recurring right.

105. By a Hindu for arrears of
maintenance.

106. For a legacy or for a share of
a residue bequeathed by a
testator or for a distributive
share of the property of an
intestate against an executor
or an administrator or some
other person legally charged
with the duty of distributing
the estate.

CThree years

Three years

Three years

Three years

Twelve years

order by the court or the date of
the act or order of the officer, as
the case may be.

h:XeY; the judgment or

ecogmsance

-Wher)_ the plaintifl is restored to
sanity and has knowledge of the
conveyance.

e

—

The date of the trustee’s death or if
the loss has not then resulted, the
date of the loss.

When the plaintiff is first refused
the enjoyment of the right.
When the arrears are payable.

When the legacy or share becomes
payable or deliverable.
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Dexripﬁon of sujt

Period of
limitation

Time from which period
begins to run

107. For possession of a hereditary Twelve years When the defendant takes

office.
Explanation.—A hereditary
office is possessed when the
properties thereof are usually
received, or (if there are no
properties) when the duties
thereof are usually performed.
108. Suit during the life of a Hindu
or Muslim female by a Hindu
or Muslim, who if the female
died at the date of instituting
the suit, would be entitled to
the possession of land, to have
an alienation of such land
made by the female declared
to be void except for her life
or until her re-marriage.

109.

110- P )
t family property to enforce

aright to share therein:

111. By or on behalf of any local
authority for possession of any
public street or road or any
part thereof from which it has
been dispossessed or of which
it has discontinued the
possession,

112. Any suit (except a suit before
the Supreme Court in the
exercise of its original
jurisdiction) by or on behalf of
the Central Government or any
State Government, including
the Government of the State of
Jammu and Kashmir.

n excluded from a

possession of the office adversely
to the plaintiff.

Twelve years The date of the alienation.

°
By a Hindu governed M@e&hen the alienee takes possession
Mitakshara la is
ienct tr

of the property.

Twelve years. When the exclusion becomes

Thirty years

Thirty years

known to the plaintiff.

The date of the dispossession or
discontinuance. \

When the period of limitation
would begin to run under this Act
against a like suit by a. private
person.
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Description of suit Period of Time from which period
limitation begins to run

“STATEAMENDMENT ' e a8
West Bengal: (Lml
In entry 112, in the first column, after the words “Jammu and Kashmir” the following
words shall be and shall be deemed always to have been added, namely:—
“of a Government company owned wholly either by the Central Government or
by the State Government or jointly by the Central and the State Government”.

[Vide West Bengal Act 18 of 1977, sec. 3 (w.e.f. 4-8-1977).]

PART X—SUITS FOR WHICH THERE IS NO\ PRESCRIBED PERIOD

.. 1 13- Any suit for which no period Three years When the right to sue accrues.
~ of limitation is provided
elsewhere in this Schedule.

SECOND DIVISION—APPEALS
Description of appeal Period of Time from which period

o 7 limitation begins to run

114. Appeal from an order of ‘
acquittal—
(@) undeér sub-section (1) Ninety days %e date\of the o ppealed

or sub-section (2) of @
section 417 of the;Code o
Criminal du e 109 \
(5 of 1898
b-sectim(3) of Thirty days The date of the grant of special
sext orye 1 e Code. leave.
n

der the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898)
(@) from a sentence of death Thirty days The date of the sentence.
passed by a court of

A 8 1 2 i, A X A Ny
session or by a High YepaSaRe o dm B
Court in the exercise of b Gt
its original criminal Obpes hstia dmm
jurisdiction. Ly doabe
(b)  from any other sentence Sy Ttk et -
' or any order not being an LI ] e
ordera;r—ng_@itzal'— : i -
.(i) to the High Court. Sixty days _~The date of the sentence or order.
(ii) to any other court. Thirty days  The date of the sentence or order.
116. Under the Code of Civil

Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908),—~— - )
(a)  toa High Court from any(Ninety days ./ The date of the decree or order.
decree or order. -
(b) to any other court from Thirty days The date of the decree or order.
any decree or order.
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Description of appeal Period of Time from which period

i limitation begins to run
117, -i:l'()ni a decree or order of any  Thirly days  The date of the decree or order.
High Court to the same Court.
THIRD DIVISION—APPLICATIONS
Description of application Period of Time from which period
limitation begins to run

PART I—APPLICATIONS IN SPECIFIED CASES

118. For leave to appear and (Tendays

When the summons is served.

defend a suit under summary Vv omm el ‘pf_n‘od a
procedurs s :('
_119: Under the Arbitration Act,
1940 (10 of 1940),—
(a) for the filing in court of Thlrty days The d ervi he notice of
an award. the mak ng o the award.

for setting aside an awardy ( Th k

he dat of service of the notice of

or. gelting an awar eflllng of the award.
remltted
reco x \
120:-Un he C f Civil Ninetydays The date of death of the plaintiff,
5 of 1908) to appellant, defendant or respondent
th legal representative as the case may be.
a deceased plaintiff or
\/ appellant, .or of a deceased
defendant or respondent,
made a party.
/21./Ijnder the same Code for an (Sixty days  The date of abatement.
. order to set aside an
abatement.
122, To restore a suit or appeal Thirty days The date of dismissal.

or application for review or
revision dismissed for default
of appearance or for want of
prosecution or for failure to
pay costs of service of process
or to furnish security for costs.

ex parte or to re-hear an appeal
decreed or heard ex parte.

i's @
N

b fi\“

"k:“\it el e

Aetaen

r[L

¢

Yo

. To set aside a decree passed | Thlrty days

Cohna

q

I'il'{-m a oleree Prgaey

e

The date of the decree or where the
summons or notice was not duly
served, when the applicant had
knowledge of the decree.

{"“lh‘j A0y

3 e
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DESCl’iPﬁo;\ of application Period of Time from which period
limitation begins to run

Explanation.—For the purpose
of this article, substituted
service under Rule 20 of Order
V of the Code of Civil
Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908)
shall not be deemed to be due
service.

124: For a review of judgment by a(" -Thjgly‘gqys,..'

court other than the Supreme
Court.

125. To record an adjustment or
satisfaction of a decree.

126. For the payment of the
amount of a decree by
instalments.

127. To set aside a sale in execution
of a decree, including any such
application by a’judgment-
debtor.

128. For possessi

dispossessed pf

proper i

ri f

p er at a sale in
ion of a decree,

129. For possession after removing
resistance or obstruction to
delivery of possession of
immovable property decreed
or sold in execution of a
decree.

130. For leave to appeal as a

pauper—
(a) to the High Court;

(b) to any other court.

131. To any court for the exercise
of its powers of revision under
the Code of Civil Procedure,
1908 (5 of 1908), or the Code
of Criminal Procedure, 1898
(5 of 1898).

Thirty days

Thirty days

![Sixty days]

y \on g&k@
= ble
i'ig ‘the

Thirty days

Sixty days
Thirty days
Ninety days

The date of the decree gr order.
oA ol eCr

When the payment or adjustment is
made.

The date of the decree.

\’
oot \ ) O
% A\

The date of the dispossession.

The date of resistance or obstruction.

The date of decree appealed from.
The date of decree appealed from.

The date of the decree or order or
sentence sought to be revised.

1. Subs. by Act 104 of 1976, sec. 98, for “Thirty days” (w.e.f. 1-2-1977).




Sch.] The Limitation Act, 1963 35
Description of application Period of 7 Time from which périod
limitation begins to run

132. To the High Court for a Sixtydays The date of the decree, order or
certificate of fitness to appeal sentence,
to the Supreme Court under
clause (1) of article 132, article
133 or'sub-clause (c) of clause I
(1) of article 134 of the
Constitution or under any
other law for the time being
in force.

133. To the Supreme Court for
special leave to appeal,—
(@) ina case involving death ~ Sixty days  The date of the judgment, final order

sentence. or sentence.
(b) in a case where leave to  Sixty days  The date of the order of refusal.
appeal was refused by the
High Court,
(c) inany other case, Ninety days The date of the jud X:l}r.
134. For delivery of possession by =~ Oneyear ~ When'the (l:e b absolute.
a purchaser ‘of immovable

property at a sale in execution © e
of a decree. ;i H
135. For the en rcenﬂ( ree years. The date of the decree or where a

decree graiiting a datory date is fixed for performance, such
Ut date.

:*\Eathe execution of any Twelve years '[When] the decree or order becomes
decree (other than a decree """ enforceable or where the decree or
granting a mandatory ; any subsequent order directs any
injunction) or order of any payment of money or the delivery

1 civil court. of any property to be made at a
certain date or at recurring periods,
An abplicasien 1 sy I%«O when default_' in making the
b payment or delivery in respect of
, Tefoceniedics m  ¥¢ Cored — haw 30 which execution is sought, takes
be Jitd wime (o) Ao place:
' Provided that an application for
}] ™ daam the enforcement or execution of a
Voo decree granting a perpetual
injunction shall not be subject to any
period of limitation. P

- = ST dott Pl ¢ heuel
___ PARTII—OTHER APPLICATIONS (/' N —
~137. Any other ﬁp slication for Three years When the right to apply accrues.

which'no period of limitation

is_provided elsewhere_in this

division.

~1.” Subs. by Act 52 of 1964, sec. 3 and Second Sch., for “Where”.
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\=i
COMMENTS
ARTICLE 30
Bond - Subject to condition .
The starting paint of limitation would be the date of the loss or injury to the goods, though after the

oods were cons by the consignor he would not be in a position to know the precise date on which

e loss or injury has occurred and that the burden would be on the railway administration who wamt to
non-suil the plaintiff on the ground of limitation to establish that the loss or injury occurred more than one
year before the institution of the suit; Southern Raidluny v. Seyadn Beedi Co., AIR 1970 Mad 108,

ARTICLE 54
Applicability S
The established rule of Limitation is that law of limitation is not applicable to a ]p]e,n taken in defence
unless expressly a provision is made in the statute. The Law of Limitation applies to the suits and
application. This, the Law of Limitation bars only an action in a court of law but it does not extinguish
almtfen::e though such claim may be barred in a court of law. On the said 1‘:rinciple, a defendant in a suit
can put forward any defence though such defence may not be enforceable in a court of law being barred
by limitation; Ran Smigh Malik v. State of Haryana, AIK 2003 5C 960, ) ,
In the case of contract for sale of immovable pro , the presumption is that time is not the essence
of the contract; Sardar Gurdeep Singh v. Amiya Kumar Dafta, (1994) 2 CCC 454 (MP),
Scope i
é Plea of protective umbrella of ‘novation’ which is assoclated with information-galore, is not
permissible in ?hn absence of mutuality, It has fo bec?lendadhr#cciﬁtally and on contest, has to be proved
cogently; Besantilal v. Rameshwar Prasad, (1994) 2 CCC 429 (MP),
Specific performance and possession
It is settled in law where a to a contract commits an anticipatory breach of the contract, the other
arty Lo the contract may treat the breach as putting as end to the contfact and sue for damgges, but in
Fhat'uwent he cannot ask’ for specific performance; Basantilal v. Rameshwar Prasad, (1994) 2 CCC 479 (MP),

ARTICLE 58

Multiple causes of action ,
ﬁwtesaive violation of the right will not give rise to fresh cause and (he suil will b:g be
& :
(2

dismissed if it is beyond the period of limitation counted from the daa' when the right to spe |
Khatri Hotels Private Limited v. Union of India, AIR 2011 SC 3590: (201 1) 3 (1

10 SCALE 190,

Right 1o sue first accrues

There must be accrual of the right to sue for the plainti d infri or at least a clear and
unequivocal threat to infringe that right by the defend oftd biopen. r as the ri%ht of the plaintiff
is not infringed or there is no positive and overt a . ¢ defendant to infringe the rigzi of

t \ mniben v. Vadilal Narayandas | tla,

Relincuis tenant shall not enure to the benefit of pleader against the true

owner or adverse possession. Appellants are re&:nred to prove that their
TICL

on of immovable property

Possession of a pmp'mﬁionginﬁ to several co-sharers by one co-sharer shall be deemed (hat he

Eosaess the property on behalf of the other co-sharers unless there has been a clear ouster b denying the
tle of other co-sharers and mutation in the revenue record in the name of one co-sharer would not amount

lo ouster unless there is clear declaration that title of other co-sharers was denied: Dvrslun Singh v. Guyne

Singh, AIR 2002 5C 606,

ARTICLE 65

Adverse | ion

To ¢ adverse possession, the possession of the claimant must be actual, open and visible, hostile
to the owner (and therefore necessatily with the knowledge of the owner) and continued during the entire
peri neoessmglto create a bar under the law of limitation. In short, it should be adequate in continuity,
publicity and the extent. Mere vague or doubtful assertions thal the claimant has been in adverse
possession will not be sufficient, unexplained stray or sporadic entries for a year or for a fow years will
not be sufficient and should be iﬁmmd R. Hawimaisl v. Secrelary to Government of Karnalaki, Revene
Departuent, (2010) 5 SCC 203: JT 2010 (4] SC 411: (2010) 4 SCALE )

The predecessor-in-interest of plaintiffs coming into ion of the land by virtue of an unstam
and unregistered sale deed executed by predecessor-in-interest of defendants in 1931, The plaintiff in
rontinuous possession lill 1956 when defendants by issuing a notice calling upon plaintiffs as s
to hand over possession of the land o them. It was held Emt the unstamped and unrqins!c-red sale deed
can at least be looked into for the collateral purpose of nature of possession of the plainbiff over the land,
Accordingly, the sale deed shows that possession of plaiftiff was not illegal and unauthorised. Plaintiff
being in continuous apd uninterrupted possession since 1931 and they having sel up hostile title thereto
against defendants who started asserting their title only from 1956, plea-of adverse possession of plaintiffs
was established; Bondar Singlt v. Nilnl Singh, (2003) 4 §CC 161,

The title in the property cannot pass to the auction-purchaser unless the purchase price has been
released in full; Bhargawa & Co. (Dr.) v. Shyam Sunder Seth (by L. Rs.), (1994) 2 CCC 481 (5¢),

The passing of tille rem:p!;mm the payment of price in full and the rélécatum is at what stage this
takes place; Blargawa & Co. (Dr.) v. Shyam 5{!:1!1? Sefhr (by L. Rs.), (1994) 2 CCC 481 (5C).

the plaintiff, there would not be aecrual
(1995) 1 CCC 205 (Guj DB).

ARTICLE 63

Adverse possession )

by L) true owner; Chatti Konati Ron v, Palle Venkata Su
(2010} 13 SCALE 173,

. AIR 2011 5C 1480;
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Applicabilit

i r\r!irleyéiﬁ is applicable only to the suits for pussession of immovable property or any interest based
an title and not to a cause where logality of acquisiion proceedings is challenged; State of Punpb v, Amargit
Sitgh, (2011) 6 SCALE 462,
flurden of proof _ |

When the plaintiff's title is established, it would be the burden of the defendant 1o prove that he
auquired title by adverse possession; Md. Abdul Hussain v. Md, AkEesh Ali, (1991) 2 CCC 745 (Cay)
Possession follows title :

Fhe suit fands held by the erstwhile watandar or inamdar were impartible under the then uNistiing
law, The contest inter s for” the status of watandar bebween members of the family ended by the order of
the Regeney Court and the only result was that the redecessors-in-title of the deféndants witre allowoed 10
|?}‘J$!‘-d.;.‘:‘.i the land as watandar being the cldest member of the family of the original watandar on the rule
0 mmujicnutine, it was held that the possesiion of the eldest member of the fﬂﬂilf?’ Eumunm tor the Court's

ler in 1945 as wantandar was not ddverse to regrant of those lands to the watandar. Inam and watan
linds regranted to the watandar enured 10 the h?rwﬁt of the whole family of the watandar and thereatter
they becime partible. Hence, the partition suit filed by the other members of the family cannot therefore
be Said to be barred by limitation on Er-:nmd that the eldest member of the family (predecessor-in-title of
}!\[I' ?fendl}n{:i, hgdsgzrmcrihcd his adverse possession; Chandramolion: Ramchanda Patel v. Babu Kowyappa
ntel, (2003) 2 52

ope
e Plea of adverse possession cannot be raised by person and admits himself to be tenant; Abdul Rahman

v. Prasony Bai, AIR 2003 SC 718,

ARTICLE 87

o i 1 tion for | immovabl ty i ed by Article 87 and b

suit_for compensation for (respass upon immovable property is govern rticle 87 an
Aticle 72 Gnihart Lol v. Chitndandas, (1991) 5 COC 495 p] oPerty 18 8 ¥ 4
ARTICLE 113
cope

plf the payment, even though it be of tax, has been made IJPJ the party labouing under a

law the pargra is entitled to recover the same within the period of limjation of 3 vears from the

the mistake was known; Assam Indusivial Corporation v.. Union of Iudia, (1991) 1°CCC 116 (Cin

ARTICLE 119

Period of limitation for selting aside an award )
An apFImalim'-. for setting aside an award has to be filed withe?”

the notice of the filling of the award”, The starting ?crm of limitation i

filing of the award and not the date of knowledge of the filing of the aw.

rading Company, (2011) 12 SCALE 139: 2017 (4) Ath L
ARTICLE 122 ®

Starting point of limitation
? Limitation under Article 122 runs 5 te ssal of appeal and not from the date of
knowledge of dismiscal: Aslok v. Vanji (1991) 1 CCC 24 (80,
ARTICLE 123
1\ the
C 875 (

service of
®e of notice of the
it v. Deepak Electric

Starting point of limita i
3 |i!'l'||irtﬂtl_ [ 5 :uie of the ex parte decree; Naresh Industrial Corporation v. Ganesh
i),
b the de};:nda&nl that summons was not duly served, the tpunud ol limitation
icalon for setting aside an ex parle decree does nol starl [rom thie dafe of the knowledyy
;2 Nivesh Industrial Corporation v. Ganesh Oil and General Mills, (1994) 1 CCC 875 (1)

7
bilit

It is seﬁled. law that an application to set aside sale under Order XXI, Rule 89 of the Cade of Civil
Procedure, 1908 is governed by di\rli(‘fl_d 127, The exncu_lln_ﬁ court has no jurisdiction whatsoever Lo entertim
such ag.p-hcalmn ater the period of limitation prescribed by Article 127; Mohan Lal v. Hari Prasad Yadau,
(1994) 2 CCC 501 (SO).
ARTICLE 134
Applicability ) L. g i % ) 3 .

Article’134 will apply only if the sale is in execution of “a decree” The starting point of limitation is
ange 1;’&3:* from the date when the “sale becomes absolute”; Mylsamy v. Dharapuram Cooperative Pronary Land
Dm.-;ipmm! ‘Iliﬂll-:!:-k' élﬂ“iﬁl} 2 (;]CC 62 n{JMald il T T e 3 5 .h

na sl tor damapes, the period of imitation runs from the date of the damage and not of the act
which caused the ninmﬂ?;(; Fedetsl Bawk Lbd. v, Rmnn-Knstoa Pillad, (1991) 3 CCC 45§Q(Ker).

ARTICLE 137
G R ST S iod is twel d not th
hen. there 15 a valld mortgage as collateral securily, limitation period is twe ve and not thr
. m’.g 6.‘4,5 Punant Wartghion _c;ﬂ?‘-, Blatm v Muipur lFil}H.'-‘l'Hr'if i}f-wh;p.lm-nr Carpomtior)t’.e ?{:phn!, A(I)R 20‘?5
Lad ) ERL
Seope and apg}icabilil}'. LW
Article 137 is 4 résiduary provision in respect of the applications. Tt prescribes the period of three
years if_nr[.‘;lt!! application for which mﬁ pt-um! pfr!ll'lt]cl’li'lllijl'[l is pnwidp‘ii[ L'l!il?l‘?'I u:"nirﬂ thr I%mtjtatinn Act. The
rind of three years commences when the rig apply acerues; Minerals g i ing Corporali
b tndin L. v, Ocean Kngeh Miritime Cor L1, (2013) 51 S0E G g csnle ud Meluts ST R 308
Article 137 has replaced Acticle 181 of the Limitation Act, 1908, The intention of the legislative was
to provide residuary arlicle Presm ing period of limitation for fling petitions and applicatians under (he
‘EIRBMSJ'EEMWS and not only wnder the Code of Civil Procedurs! Asin Resorts IJ)np v. Ushi Breco Lid,,

e
The period of limitation under Acticle 137 is 3 yoars which commences from the date when the right
to .1p[‘{%‘ ﬂ%’lll}.‘v} Balwantt Stieh v, Guirbachin Siugﬂ.)ﬁ?}lij 1 CCC 16 (|SC R gh
e auestjnn when such right - a ?:;Ich aceries will depend on the Tacts and circumstances of each
case; Balutal Singh v, Gurbachan Sigh, & 194) 1 CCC 16 (5C).
An application for probate, letiers of administralion or succession certificate even if filed beyond three
years from the date of the death of the testator Lannot be rejected at the threshold as timeZbarred by
invaking Article 137; Franos v. Antony, (1991) 1 CCC 530 [Ker),




MODEL SPECIMENS*

Affidavit to Condone Delay in Setting Aside ex parte Order
(under section 5 of the Limitation Act)

Before the Hon'ble Court Of......ccoviiiariimieimininn

0.5. NO. cevreerervrerens Of 200ciiinnne

Petitioner

US.

Respondent

AFFIDAVIT

I svecivgosumiingaeiss , aged about ............. years, S/0 ...c...cieey NOW residing at

............. , do hereby solemnly affirm and state as follows:—

1.1 am the defendant in the above suit and the petitioner herein. I know the facts
of the case.

2. When the summon was served on me | was not mentally capable of
understanding the contents of it and the accompanying plaint. At that time 1 was
a Psychiatric Treatment of... I was also absent from m:,r ]u
Thereafter after long treal:ment 1 regamcd my consciousne &
my lawyer. I was told that the suit was decreed ex parte on RN the
period prescribed for the filing of the pd.ﬂm the e order hacl lapsed.

3. It is rebpectfull sed due to the reasons stated
above, Dr. ....eeuuen ll.'.'a Cerhf;cale about my illness and
hospﬂahzatm onj..: du-:t.d herewith and is marked as Ext. P'1.

is just and necessary that this Hon’ble Court may be
o the delay of .. ...days in prefernng the application to set aside

plea
%’orden as prayed for in the acwmpanymg application.

The facts stated above are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information
and belief.

an con

Dated this the ............. day of veusswsisan 20000 en
Deponent
Solemnly affirmed and signed before me by the deponent who is personally known
to me at ..o on.this the ......comvvee day of ..ooeoieenne 20 .
Advocate

* These specimens are for guidance. Contents may vary according to the terms, conditions,
contents and prevailing circumstances.
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Affidavit Accompanying the Application to Condone the Delay in
Filing an Application to Set Aside an ex parte Order
(under section 5 of the Limitation Act)
Before the Hon’ble Civil Court.............
LALNO: wocvensponson OF 20 vs0s
IN
Q8. /NG sssssasonss s OE 20k 0mnss
Petitioner weviereennenDefendant
s,
Respondent Plaintiff

AFFIDAVIT

L Lo S Osnistaiiges aged about ............. years, now residing at ............. .
do hereby solemnly affirm and state as follows:—

2. I am the defendant in the above suit and the petitioner herein. I know the facts
of the case and am competent to swear to this affidavit.

3. When the summons was served on me I was not mentally capabls ~of
understanding the contents of it and the accompanying plaint. At that tim I fvas unler
a Psychiatrist treatment of Dr. ............. I was also abse yrT

thereafter due to the long treatment, I regained my mental I culti®s in'full | n %, ...
and contacted my brother to whom had ass he sun mon and e plamt copy.

elc =si Orother . . on the date on which
{ ca dld not know or understand the

t over it. After recovery from™my illness, I
made enquiries in this court through him and came
ere no representations on . .. when the case was called,
a[ﬂ le ourt declared me ex parte and posted the case for return of notice of the
efendant to ............. There is therefore no delay. All the same, the petitioner is

filing the accompanying application for condoning delay, if any.
5. It is not owing to any default or laches on the part of the petitioner and the delay

was caused due to the reasons stated above. Dr. ............. , has issued me a Medical
Certificate on ............. The same is produced herewith and is marked as Ext. P1.

6. It is, therefore, just and necessary that the delay if any in filing the application
from setting aside the ex parte order be condoned by this Hon’ble Court.

7. 1solemnly verify and declare that all that is stated above is true to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief,

Dated this the ............. o /-1, | 20...
Deponent
Solemnly affirmed and signed before me by the deponent in my office at .............
to-me at i onthis the...xwiw dayof i 20w
Advocate
aee




‘List of Latest Universal’s Bare Acts & Rules

* Latest * Accurate * Up-to-date * Reasonably Priced

CIVIL, CRIMINAL, COMMER EAL C-2 Cantonments Act, 2006 120 00
L 'L&O&é & S&VFgg ' C-4. Carriage by Air Acl, 1072 see
e S — Carrier Laws (Land + Sga - Air) 95.00
| 3 A ) C-44. Carriage by Road Act, 2007 40.00
AT Acluaries Acl, 2006 slongwilh Alied 1ilas 65 00 C-4. Carriage of Gonds by Sea Act, 1925 see
A-1 Administration of Evacuee Property Carrier Laws (Land + Sea + Air) 9500
Act, 1850 with Rules, 1950 70.00 C-4. Carriers Acl, 1665 see
A-2. Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 ) Carrier Laws (Land + Sea + Air) 95.00
glggrngi‘th CA;TP(Pr?oedL;rge SR:Leds. 1987, C-4. Carrier Laws (Land + Sea - Air) 95.00
ules of Practice, C-5. Catlle Trespass Act, 1871 30.00
Contempt of Courts (CAT) Rules, 1992 1;3 gg C-43. Central Educational Institutions
A-3. Advocates Act, 1961 (Reservation in Admission) Act, 2008  30.00
A4 Advocates’ Wellare Find Acl, 2001 3800 ue, Ceniial! Elaciinly. Authority Regulations 320,00
A5 :l’l‘i'gaaféjgg 1934 along with 22500 C49 Central Electricity Regulatory Commission
A-6. Air Force Act, 1950 along with allied Act . . Rules and Regulations 275.00
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" Zlong with Rules, 2004 8000  Rules and Regulations & 35.00
B-8. Boilers Act, 1923 along with allied Rules 65.00  C-50. Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Agl,
B-9. Bonded Labour System (Abolition) 2010 with Rules, 2011 §0.00
Acl, 1976 along with Rules, 1976 3000  C-47 Clinical Establishments (Regisiration and
B-10. Border Security Force Act, 1968 Regulation) Act, 2010 with Rules, 2012 40,00
along with allied Rules 14000  G-21. Code ol Civil Procedure, 1008 195,00
B-11 Building and Other Construction Workers C-23. Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 wilh
(R&tg;]rjftm of Employment and Conditions Slate Amandments (Hb) 320,00
of ica) Act, 1996 along with Rules, C-45. Code of Cwil Procedure, 1008 wilh
1998 with Cess Acl and Rules 15000 State & High Court Amendments with
B-12 Bureau of Indian Standards Act, 1986 Letlers Patent (Hb) 5450 .00
along with Rules and Regulations 100.00 .24 Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 210.00
- c | G oS e
: : d . 1976 with Rules, 2006 40,00
C-1. Cable Television Networks (Regulation) Act, 5 e i
14985 along with allied Rules &e&egulaﬁons 60.00 o1 Colige et 2011 i
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C-46 Collection of Slatislics Act, 2008 with E-5 Electricity Rules, 2005
Rules, 2011 along with allied Rutes and Orders 21000
C-41 Commission for Protection of E-6 Emblems and Names (Prevention of
Child Rights Act, 2005 along with Rules 4000 Improper use) Act, 1950 along
C-27. Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952 with allied Act and Rules 3500
along wilh Rules, 1872 30.00 E-7 Emigration Act, 1983 along with
C-28 Commission of Sall (Prevention) Act, Rules, 1983 50 00
1887 along with Rulas 30.00 E-19 Employes’'s Compensation Act, 1923
C-29 Companies Act, 2013 350.00 along with allied Rules 8500
C-53 Company Secretaries Act, 1980 50.00 E-8 Employees’ Provident Funds and
C-30 Competition Act, 2002 with allied Rules 17500 Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952,
C-31 Conslitution of India 150 00 along with E P.F. Scheme, 1952
C-33 Consumer Protection Act, 1986 alon: with ‘allied Schemes, Rules and Forms 24000
with Rules, 1987 and Regulations, 2005 6600  E-9 Employees’ Provident Funds and
C-34 Contempt of Courls Agl, 1871 along Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 5500
with Rules to Regulale Proceedings for E-10 Employees' State Insurance Act, 1948
Contempt of the Supreme Cour, 1975 40,00 along wilh Rules and Regulations 150 00
C-35 Contract Act, 1872 60.00 E-11 Employment Exchanges (Compulsory
C-36 Contract Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Nolfication of Vacancies) Act, 1959
Act, 1870 along with Rules, 1971 60.00 along with Rules, 1860 30.00
N-6 Control of National Highways (Land and E-12 Employers' Liabifity Act, 1938 3000
Traffic) Act, 2002 see National » E-20. Enamy Properly Acl, 1968 along with
Highways Act, 1956 13000 Enamy Properly Rules, 2015 45.00
C-37. Copyright Act, 1957 along with E-13. Energy Conservation Acl, 2001
Rules, 1858 and International along with allied Rules 160.00
Copyright Order, 1999 125.00  E-14 Environment (Protection) Act, 1986
C-54. Cosl and Works Accountants Act, 1959 50.00 along with allied Rules 29500
C-38 Court Fees Act, 1870 5000  E-156 Equal Remuneration Act, 1976
C-39 Credit Information Companies along with allied Rules 3000
(Regulation) Act, 2005 along with E-16 Essential Commadities Act, 1955
Rules and Regulations, 2006 60.00 along with allied Acts 50.00
C-55. Criminal Law (Amendment) Acts and E-17. Evidence Act, 1872 6500
Ordinances 95.00 E-18 Explosives Acl, 1884 along with The
C-56. Crimi‘nanl Law (Amendment) Acts, 2013 Exnlnsiva o Aok ACQO. -
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D-7 Drugs & Cosmetics Act, 1940 65.00 F-11. Forelgners Act, 1946 along with Foreigners
> Orders, 1948 with Registration of
D-8. Drugs & Cosmetics Act, 1840 45000 Foreigners Act, 1939 and Rules, 1892  50.00
along with Rules, 1945 F-12. Forest Act, 1927 along with The
D-9. Drugs & Magic Remedies (Objectionable Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980
adr’ertlliegrgisents) Act, 1954 along with _— and Rules, 2003 12500
e8¢ 15, F-13. Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952
D-13. Drugs (Prices Control) Order, 2013 65.00 as amended by the( Fir?anca A)ct. 2015 5000
[ E F-14. Freedom of Information Act, 2002 3000
E-1 Easements Act, 1832 ) 3500 | G |
-2 Electricity Act, 2003 along wil G-1 Gas Cylinders Rules, 2004 along with
Rules, 2005 and allied Rules and Orders 150 00 Rules, K 981 and allied Orders ¢ 130.00
E-3; Electriclty (Supply) Act, 1948 6000 G2 General Clauses Act, 1897 30.00
Universal's Bare Acts & Rules—1st Choice of Bench & Bar 2




1-12 General Insurance Business (Nationalisation L-3 Life Insurance Corporation Acl, 1956
Act, 1972 see Insurance Act, 1938 295.00 along with Rules, 1956 45.00
G-5 Geographical Indicalions of Goods L-4 Limitaticn Act, 1963 40.00
(Registration and Protection) Act, 1999 L-6. Limited Liability Parinership Act, 2008
along wilh Rules, 2002 100 00 along with Notification and Allied Rules 340.00
G-7 Government Securilies Acl, 2006 L-8. Limitedd Liability Partnership Acl, 2008 55.00
5a (a;iong wth ngualat-gnts ol 5500  (-10. Lokpal and Lokayukias Acl, 2013 55.00
- ram Nyayalayas Act, 40 00 i 1
G-6 Guardians and Wards Acl, 1890 3000 [ L-5 Lotteries (Regulation) Act, 1998 : 30.00l
| H ] — M
T — - A-8 Madras Ancient and Historical Monuments and
H-1 Hindu Laws (Containing 5 Acts) 6000 Archazological Sites and Remains Act, 1966
H-2. Hindu Adoption & Maintenance Act, 1956 30 00 seo Ancient Monuments and Archaeologlcal
H-1. Hindu Disposition of Propertg Act, 1916 Sites and Remains Act, 1958 11000
see Hindu Laws (containing Acts) 60 00 M-26 Mahatma Gandhi National Rural
H-3. Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 30.00 i g;n' mﬁn_}_ Gutafimlei 59'\6631' 2005 gg gg
H-4. H 1956 30 00 - or Port Trusts Ac .
4. Hindu Minorlly & Guardianehip Act, 1958 3008 g ludlote "0y, 1676 along with Guardian
H-5 Hindu Succession Act, 1956
H-6. Hire-Purchase Act. 1972 along wilh M-24 Malnteg;crjieA:LJ ?Isglrare of Parents —
__Hire-Purchase (Repeal) Act, 2005 2000 " and Senior Ciizens Act, 2007 30.00
[ N 1 ma N}aternlt}(thesnlem Act, 1961 b
I-1, Identification of Prisoners Act, 1920 30.00 along with Rules
1-2. Immoral Traffic (Prevention) Act, 1956 35.00 M3 Mﬁgﬁ ?O\énfg A:Ad‘ggﬁ i S
1-18. Income Tax Act, 1961 as amended by AT  AUES guiatons
F No. 2) Act, 2014 (Pb) 795.00 M4 Medical Termination of P nancy Act,
inance (No. .u of W . 1971 along with Rules and Regulations  30.00
I-3. Indecent Repfsqusgﬂl o M-5. Medicine Central Council Act, 1970 60.00
Pmmb“é%” <, along wi 30.00 M-6. Medicinal and Toilet Preparations
ules, 1 ? (Excise Duties) Act, 1955 3000
I-4. Indian Penal Codeﬁ 1860 with M-7. Mental Health Act, 1987 along with Central
Classificatinns of offences Mental Health Authority Rules, 1990 and
and Sta 140,00 State Mental Health Rules, 1990 55.00
1-6. Industri **--=kant Shinning Act, 1958 along WIlh
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J-1 .luvamfe Justice (Care and Protection of Act, 2002 afong with Rules, 2002 95.00
hildren) Act, 2000 along with Rules, 2007 120.00  \M.18. Muslim Laws (Containing & Acts & Rules)  55.00
| K | M-19. Muslim Persggtal ?Lgagv (Shariaf)
Application 30.00
M-18. Kazis Act, 1880 see Muslim laws M-20. Musiim Women (Protection of Rights
[ {containing 9 Acts &LRmes] - 55.00J E"le{gg)s Aal, I:1 9486 along wnll?":l
ules, 30.00
L1 Land Acquisition Act, 1894 9000 M-18. Mussaiman Wakt Act, 1823,
L-9. Land Ports Authority of India Act, 2010 55.00 gﬂ%”f&"}‘?ﬂ th::ﬁga‘_“daﬁ"g ‘Act, 1913
L-7. Legal Metrology Act, 2009 along with o
Allied Rules 45000 | N |
L-2 Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987 along N-1. Narcotic Drugs & Psychotropic Substances Act,
with allied Rules and Regulations 80.00 1985 along with allied Act, Rules and Onder 170.00
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Disabilities Act, 1999 with Rules, 2000 8500
Petroleum Act, 1934 along with

Rules, 2002 165 00
Pharmacy Act, 1948 60,00
Places of Worship (Special Provisions)

Act, 1991 30.00
Police Acts (6 Acts in 1) 60.00

Police (Incitement of Disaffection) Act, 1892
see Police Acts (6 Acts in 1) 6000
Police Forces (Restriction of Rights)

Act, 1966 see Police Acts 6000
Post Office Act, 1898 35.00
Powers of Attorney Act, 1882 3000
Prasar Bharti (Broadcasting Corporation

of India) Act, 1990 40.00

National Commission Acts [Containin P17
4 Acts-Women Act, 1990, Minorities
1992, Backward Classes Act, 1993,
Safai Karamcharis Act, 1993 and allied P-18
Information)
National Commission for Minority Educational P-19
Institutions Act, 2004 along with allied
Rules, 2006 3500 E-16
National Food Security Act, 2013 4000
National Highways Acl, 1956 along
with allied Acts & Rules 130.00
National Highway Authority of India Act, P-20
1988 see National Highways Acl, 1956 13000  P-21
National Green Tribunal Act, 2010 with Order,
2010 alongwith The National Green Tribunal P-22
(Practice and Procedure) Rules, 2011 5000
National Investigation Agency Act, 2008 3000
National Judicial Appoiniment p.23
Commission Act, 2014 30.00 "
National Rural Employment p.27
Guarantee Act, 2005 with allied Rules 55 00 2
National Security Act, 1980 30.00 P.24
National Security Guard Act, 1986 5000
National Tax Tribunal Act, 2005 3500
National Trust for Welfare of Persons
with Autism, Cerebal Palsy, Mental P-25
Retardation with Multiple Disabilities Act,
1999 see Persons with Disabilities P-27
(Equal Opportunities ...} Act, 1995 8500

. Navy Act, 1957 70.00 p-29

Pre-conception and Pre-natal Diagnostic
Techniques (Prohibition of Sex

Selection) Act, 1984 along with Rules 7000
Press & Registration of Books Acl, 1867
along with Rules & Order 5
Press Council Act, 1978 along with allled
Rules and Regulallons

Prevention of Blackmarketing and
Maintenance of Supplies of %ssentlal
Commaodities Act, 1980 see Essential

000

Commodities Act, 1955 50 00
Prevention of Corruption Act,1988 3000
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals

Act, 1960 along with allied Rules 11000
Prevention of Damage o Public

Property Act, 1884 along with The Delhi
Prevention of Defacement of Property

Act, 2007 3000
Prevention of Food Adulteration Act,

1954 along with Rules, 1955 35000

Prevention of llicit Traffic in NDPS

Act, 1974 see Preventive Detention Laws 50 00
Prevention of Insults to National

Honour Act, 1971 alo:ﬁ with Flag Code

of India, 2002 and Orders Relating to

the National Anthem of India 3500
Prevention of Money Laundenng Act, 2002

along with allied Rules

Preventive Detention Laws

(Containing 4 Acts)

Prisoners Acts (Containinn & Arte & Rilash s;s
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P-41. Public Provident Fund Act, 1968 30.00
P-42. Public Records Act, 1993
along with Rules, 1997 3000
P-43, Public Servants (Inquiries) Act, 1850 30.00
I — i
R-1. Raitways Act, 1989 along with
allied Acts and Rules 130,00
R-13. Railway Claims Tribunal Act, 1987
along with allied Rules 6500
R-2 Railway Protection Force Act, 1957
along with Rules, 1987 14000
R-3, Recover?r of Debts Due to Banks and
Financial Institutions Act, 1993 along with
allied Rules 60,00
R-4 Registration Act, 1908 70,00
4




R-5 Registration of Births and Deaths Act, 1969 5-17 Standards ot Weinhle and Mann~
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L L rinance Act, 2015 Y 15000
k . " 4000 W-4 m!qapgnls_ of lt:!sasst Destr(lécti?‘pb%pd ; .
59, Slck Industri i elr Delivery Systems (Prohibition of |
P{ﬁy@ﬂ:&ﬂg&??&“&?gﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁal Unlawful Activities) Act, 2005 30.00
BIFR and olher alled Rules 8000 W-5. Weekly Holidays Act,1942 30.00
510, Slum Areas (improvement and Clearance) W-10. Whistle Blowers Protection Act, 2011
Act, 1956 along wilh Rules, 1957 30.00 (17 of 2014) 3500
5-11. Small Industrial Development Bank of W-6 Wild Life (Protection) Act, 1972 along
India Acl, 1989 along with Rules, 2003 80.00 with allied Rules 180.00
812 Socielies Registration Act, 1860 W-7 Warking Journalists and Other Newspaper
with State Amendmenis 50.00 Employeas (Conditions of Service) and
513, SIPQG@' Economic Zones Act, 2005 Miscellanecus Provisions Acl, 1955
along with Rules, 2006 140.00 along with allied Acls & Rules 50.00
S-14. Spedcial Mamiage Acl, 1954 35.00
§-24. Special Protection Group Act, 1988 3000 | Y
S-15. Specific Relief Act, 1963 3000  "Y-1. Young Persons (Harmiul PUbIGAtons)
§-16. Stamp Act, 1899 60.00 Act, 1956 30.00

Prices are subject lo change without notice.
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UNIVERSAL LAW PUBLISHING CO. PVT. LTD.
w (Hb) Hardbound, (Pb) Paperback (TBA) To be Announced 5
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1st
to
234th
Report
1956-2000

(Sct in 18 Vols.)

Universal's
Compendium

REPORTS OF THE
LAW COMMISSION "%
O F IND I A for fullset of 18 Deluxe Bound l’bll’;n}uj

Dr. JUSTICE AR. LAKSHMANAN o e R“{ﬂr
(‘hl;m!man Law Commission of India fnr ”!E Rﬂj}l‘lrh ” ”? '{1 :
Former Judge Supreme Court of India “f saee df{!

Professionals & Students

Startmg from next month on recexpt of subscnptlon amount,
Add X 300 if required by Regd. Post / Courier.

Payment by Money Order/Bank Draft/Cheque Payable at Delhi in favour of UNIVERSAL BOOK TRADERS.

emrma = ¢ C-27, Connaught Place, Middle Circle,
= yﬂ?ﬁ{n"aﬁi (Betiween Odeon & PVR Plaza) New Delhi-110001
] — ¢ 80, Gokhale Market, (Opp. Tis Hazari Courts), Delhi-110054
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T.R. Desai :
Commentary on

The Limitation Act

* 10th Edn., 2011 » Hardbound 1795

Universal's Concise Commentary

The Limitation Act, 1963

with Exhaustive Case Law

» 2014 Edition « Paperback <3170 |

Shriniwas Guuia
T'ex:-bcog on
The Limitation Act

*2nd Edn., 2012 (Reprint 2014)  +Paperback  *3260

Hari Dev Kohli
Case Law Ready Referencer on
Law of Limitation

« 2009 Edition * Hardbound P e Z 995

L-4/135|
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Law Publishing
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