Opening Sheet Fe

IN THE COURT OF THE 1irs. sSharuti sin h. IAS, Deputy qompissioner
eerci sing the Pets of Districy Jollector,
shaheed Bhagat h Nagar,

‘Appeliate side Revenue Case No. OF 18

District Date of filling Whether received form Stamp on
' IAppeila.:_:t in person, or by | = Pention
i Pension - pleader of or Agent ‘of uppeal
shaheed 7.9.2010 Through sh. A.S..3yan Rs 10/=
: . Advocate, Distt,
Bhagat Ssingh Siia
g Courts SBS Nagar

le Jasvir Singh son of Pritam singh son of Labhu Ram,

2. Ranjit Kaur d/o Pritam Singh son of Labhu Ram, both rs/o
vill, Bharta Kalan, Teh, Nawanshahr, Distt, Shaheed Bhagat' singh
Nagar,

e o o Appellants

Versus

1. Inderjit Kaw allegedly widow of Pritam Singh son of Labhu Ram,

2. surjit Kaur, 3, Paramjit Kaur, 4, Manjit Kaur ds/o Pritam Singh
son of Labhu Ram, 5. Balbir singh allgedly son of Pritam singh son of
Labhu Ram, 6, Harjit singh @ sarwan singh son of Pritam singh son of
Labhu Ram, all residents of vill, Bharta Kalan, Teh, Nawanshahr, Pistt,
shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

e e o Respondents

Appegl against the order of sh, Birpal Singh, SDM=cum-Rukkmexarx AC 1St
Grade Nawanshahr , dated 23rd day of Auqust 2010,

Claim in Appeal : For setting aside the order under appeal being against
' law and facts and sanctioning the' mutation of the
estate of deceaged Pritam Singh on the basis of natural
course of succes=ion in the names of all the legal
heirs of deceased Pritam Singh, by way of accepting
appe=al with costs throughout,

Grounds of Appepl ¢ As att ed
é\‘*c’zig
Y
by Ty




GROUNDS OF APPEAL

1. That the order under appeal wide which the 1d. lower court
has sanctional the mytation of the estate of deceased Pritam
singh in the name of respondent, is against law, facts and

evidence on the f£ile and as such, not sustainable and liankle to

be set aside,

X 2e That deceased Pritam singh did not execute any alleged
WILL in favour of respondent No 1 and the alleged WILL has not
been proved as required under the mandatory provisions of
Indian Evidence 2ct and Indian c;ilczc:c—gssion Act, as such, the
mutation of the estate of deceased Pritam Singh was legally
reguired to be ganctioned on the basis of natural course of
suwcession in the names of all the legal heirs including

appellante.

¥ That the execution, attestation and registration of
the alleged WILL, dated 4.6,2008 is surrounded by grave
sugpicious circumstaBces going to the route of the matter
which remained unexplained and as such, the @lleged WILL was
legally required to be ignored without any evidence on the

part of objector/appellant,

4% That cognence/recital of the all eged WILL havez been
proved as fal se and there are sharp contradicticn on all
relevant and material points in the statements of withesses
which rendered the alleged WILL. as a waste paper, not worth
relying upon, but 1ld. lower court has wrongly upheld the same

without any justification:

L H That 1d. lower court has f£ail -d to take into consideration
other relevant facts brought on the file that deceased Pritam
singh was mentally incapable of executing any alleged WILL, he
was suf fering from severe dementia and the said @is_ease
incapacitated him to execute any important document, record of
treatment has wrongly been ignored, copy of the treatment
record of Mittal Hospital, Nawanshahr is attached herewith,

6o That 1ld. lower court has wrc:-r_;gly ignored the fact that

e & s e



deceased Pritam Singh was havindg coordial relations with

appellant and as such, le nominated him as his successor in
the Bharta Kalan Qeoperative Agricul ture Service Society,
regarding his account No, 302, the said fact has also been

wrongly ignored, copy of record is attached herewith for

kind perusal of this hon'ble court .

T That 1d. lower court has wrongly cloged the evidence

of the objector by order despite the fact that he was ill and
unable to attend the court ., But previously he has been attebding
the court regulafly and it was other side gm who failed to

Cro ss examine appellant, as well as, his withesses, Affidavit of
-withes® . Dharam singh have already been placed on file as

their examination-in-chi et,

8., That 1d. lower court has also failed to take into
consideration copy of comwplaint £iled by Pritam singh with
SSP, Nawanghahr dated 20,6.2008, showing that he was not well ~nd

was under depression, incapable of executing any testamentry

disposi tion”.:

8A. That the appeal is within limitation,

) That required court fee ié'af fixed;'

195 It isg, therefore, praved that the order under appeal

beaing against law and facts be set asi=de and mutation of the
estate of decsased Pritam singh may ordered to be sanctioned

on the basis of natural course of succession in the names of
all legal heirs by way of accepting appeal with cogts throughout,

Dated . 7390 20100



