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in possession of the suit land as was also reflected in the revenue record. The

First Appellate Court affirmed these findings.

3. Assailing  the  concurrent  findings  of  both  the  Courts  below,

learned counsel for the appellants-plain!ffs contends that the sale deeds as

relied upon by the defendants, were not produced.

4. A perusal of the judgment passed by the First Appellate Court

would reveal that though the defendant-respondents have placed on record

the copies of the sale deeds only, but at the same !me, the sale in favour of

the defendants was duly reflected in the revenue record in the subsequent

jamabandi and khasra girdawri, which showed both the par!es to be joint

owner in possession.

5. In  the  aforesaid  facts  and  circumstances,  when  defendants-

respondents are already shown to be co-owners based upon the sale in their

favour, it is insignificant in case original sale deeds were not produced.

6. Consequently, this Court does not find any ground to interfere in

the concurrent findings of facts recorded by the Courts below on the basis of

proper apprecia!on of evidence on record. As such, finding no illegality or

perversity in the same, the present appeal is hereby dismissed.

COCP-658-2003

Since the main appeal as preferred by the appellants/pe!!oners

has been dismissed, therefore, the instant COCP, which arose out of the said

appeal, is also dismissed, being not pressed for. 

Photocopy of this order be placed on the connected case file.

October 15, 2025
Sarita

                  

           (DEEPAK GUPTA)

          JUDGE
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