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Grounds of appeal

1 That the order under abPpeal dt. 30-7-10 passed

by the 1d. lewer Court of A.C.Ist Gradd, -Nawanéhahr is based

| upon the wrong essumptions and consideration.
2. That the ld. lower court has misunderstood the

facts of the case and wrongly passed the order under appsal,

3. That the order under appeél is based upon

conjecturs and surmises.

N, That the order ander appPeal has no legl Pooting to
stand on.,
5s That the order under appeal is vague, uncertain

and it is evident even from plain readings of the order itself.

6. That the order wncer appeal has effected the
pertisl partition vwhich is not admissikble in facts 2nd law.
T That the respdt/appellant hag earlier raised

objectidns upon the mode of partition as there was tempering

with the papers of partition and also there was cutting on the
{ ¢

promdnent maRaRs DPlaces on the pertition papers as proposed by

the 1ld. lower court accordingly the respdt/appe_llant raised
objections to the abovesaid mode of partition and preferred.an
appeal. pefore this hon'ble court vide application /grounds of
appeal dated_sg—os-e9 __. and on the application moved

Cuwn Mi}"*‘ C.&?ﬂLQ"‘L
by the appellant/respdt. the hon'ble SDM‘Nawanshahr took

notice of the irregularities and tampering with the partition
papers and cutting on the prominent places on the paper and
Cuwn U

consequentially the hon'ble SDM ordered the endquiry into

the aforesa.id metter and also remanded the case to the

1d. iower court for the decision afrssh on it.

Be That afger the remand of the case, many times

the case was adjourned ko ifor eiiecting the orders of the

cuam (_,c_w' E
spMtNawanshahr , but in reality nothing was done to



e
conduct the enquiry or to take action against the wrownd
officlals who have indulged into the malpractice of tampe ring
with the partition pabers. and the order of the hontble g¥ii
Nawanshahr was.' not :iven any effect by the 1ld. lower court
while deciding the case at hand_.
9. = That the order under appeal was passed in z hasty

manner and vide doing this the 1ld. lower court has caused

misserios miscarriage of justice to the respdt/epplicant

-and has Jeopam*sed the interest of the appellant/respdt.
10. | That the ld lower court has failed t 0 abbre-
clate the material evidence on the record wile ;Bsssing the
order under appeal and thus, has acted with the grave negli-

gence while passing the impugned order.

11, Thétthe appeal is well with intxtime.

sumitted byz- Qg)\ &) %
Appellant/respong t%

Throughsah, Gurdial Sinzh ad

Dateds 6'{/ q ]:t, ; Distt.Cowrts,Nawanshahr.




In the court of S.D.M.,Cum ollector,¥Vawanshahr/RS Nacar.

Swaran Singh son of Umar chand R/ Vill.Poonian,Teh.Nawanshahr,

Distt .SBS Nagar and others.

eesses Applicant

Versus

l.Mohinder Kaur W/0 sh.surinder Singh,2.¥irpal singh,3.2jaib Sinch,

1

«Kuldip Singh,5.Balwinder Singh 8/0 Gulzara ®ingh,6.¥ulwant =indch
/0 Rajinder Singh,7.Balbir sinch wd/o Rajinder <ingh,8.Mehanoa
Singh,9.Rranjit Singh,10.Jagir singh S/0 Mela Singh,11.2jit Sinch
8/0 sibu,12.Jarmail Sindh,13.Balvir Sinch,14.chonki,15.Jaswant
Singh S/0 Mehanga Singh,16.Malkiet Singh,17.¥ulwinder 2ingh,
18.Lakhvir Sihgh s/0 Satnam Singh,19.Tara Sinch S/0 ¥aram <incgh,
20. Surjit Xaur wd/o Gulzara Sindh,2ll residents of village Pooni =n,
Tech.Nawansh ahr,Distt .SEPS Nagar.
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(2pplication for staving the operation of immged order

At «30=7=2010 passed by the court of 2.C.Tst Gradd,

Nawanshah r till the decision of the appeal)

Sir,
The applicant/appellant hunbly submits as under:s=-
1. That the above Eid noted appeal is filled in the hon'™le

court in which no date of hearing is fiwed so far.



.
19 That the 2pplicant hag ¥ry goo~ prima facie appe®l an-~

balance of convwnience is 2lso ligs in fowur of the applicant
an~" there is ewry likelihoo~ of the success of the 2pmal,

3. #pat the applicent will suffer an irreparable loss if tie
o ra@tion of the s2i~ or7er ha@s » not been staye~, which c3nnot
be ocompengated in any Bd manner.

4. That the awments m~A2 in the grounds of @ppedl may kinAly
bé read 2g paxrt & parel of this application.

5. Tt issudnce of notice e AigrensL~ with asg the matter is
of an urgent nature.

6e It is tlereforr mayeA that the operation of orer ~ate~
30.7.2010 passe” the Hon'kble court of A.C. Igt Grade Nawd@nshalx
may kin“ly be étayerﬂ till the & dision of this @ppeal in

the interst of justie.

Submitte~ by
Swarn S§ingh
(#ppellent)
*hyuch
Gyr ~ia@l singh Aavocate
Nawans hahi.

Verification:=-
Verifie~ @ t Uzmwenshahr tha t the ontents of the @8bow pardg

of the application are true a@n~ correct to the best of my kowle~ce

infoxmation & belief.

swarn Singh (Appellant)

*hr ch:s Gu Aial Singh Aavocate Nawancsh2hr,

~wpan A
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