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Requirement of S. 19. Acknowledgement in writing of liability after expiry ¢
limitation is of no consequence. 2006 CLD 258]. \ |

On each time liability is admitted directly or.indirectly, expressly or implie
overtly or implicitly it will have the effect of giving a fresh period of limitation in respet
of the liabilities so admitted. /PLD 2003 Kar. 523].

' Acknowledgment of time barred debt. Would revive period of limitation
its recovery. [2007 SCMR 1318]. |

limitatﬁ;iknsow:,edgement of liability in writing made after expiry of period

ambit of S, 1;1 ch acknowledgement would be irrelevant and would not come \f;d y
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and save matter from being time-barred. [PLD 2012 Sindh 1 8]
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pmsccutlon. Mere claiming of damages on account of

his person properties cannot be granted in absence of any evidence |gg inofﬁﬁ"’ﬂzﬁ
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[pw 2m0 I\'ar. 214}.
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[PLD 2009 Lah. 52]

Suit for damages. Starting point is to be counted from the date of acqiy, uf
not from the date of appeal. If the person is convicted by the trial Court then the ir
appeal can also be considered. In the present case the plaintiff is acquitted and the gy,
of action, if any, accrued to him, was to be counted from the date of acquittal, 2009175

1624).

If the acquisition is for the company, the company will be obliged to pay 25%
the expropriated land owners. If the acquisition for the public purpose. Inspite of the it
that acquiring department was a company i.e, WAPDA but the acquisitiori was for ti
public purpose. Thus the landowners held entitled to 25% compulsory acquistcs
charges. [PLJ 2009 Pesh.' 156]. -

_ 24, Suit for compensation for act not actionable wifke
special damage. In the case of a suit for compensation for &
which does not give rise to a cause of action unless some Sge B e
actually results therefrom, the period of limitation shall be e
from the time when the injury results. | |
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Illustration

A owns the surface of 3 f . thereout‘“.
: . ; eld. B owns the sub-soil. B di coal psid#
causing an : y e 5t

The period of limitation i - he i
subsidence. itation in the case of a suit by A against B runs ffo” t
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// Illustrations .

. - i note bearing a Nati |

5 Hindu makes & promissory 1o .5 & Nalive date only, ang pg

® onur months after date:-TlTe period of limitation ‘applicable to g suit:p oiarﬁz
-ote runs from the expiration of four months after date computed according
1o the Gregorian calendar.

4 A Hindu make a bond, bearing a Native date only, for the repayment of

money within one year. The period of limitation applicable to a suit on the

bond runs from the expiration of one year after date computed according to
the Gregorian calendar. - | ‘ '



