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No.6069 of village Musa Pur, and sanction the mutation in
---------- favour .of..appellant. regarding the.estate.of.liahant. Gian Dass
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1 That the order under challemge in this appea-l is against

lau & f_cts gnd is based on surmisese.

| | e GROUNDS_OF APPEAL
2 That the hon'ble lower court failed to appreciate that
the later wWill which is dt.6-6-2007, though unregistered of
| Mahagnt Gian Dass deceased in fagvour of his Chele Baldev Ogss
i which has been duly proged in =maccordance with law was required
i to prevail on alleged registered Will dt,.2-8-2004y and thersfome
i the mutation should have been sanctioned in the name of

appellant.

X That the lower court failed to appreciate that the registration
of Will in no way prove its execution and even the registered
Will has to be also proved in zccordance with law and all the
suspiciaws circumstances surrounding the Will has to be duly
explained by the beneficia-ry, The alleged registerd wWill is
not duly proved in accordance with the law and was reguired to
be ignored in the face of subsegquent latest Will, which in this
case is duly proved by the evidence of Dalvir Singh one of the
attesting witness of Will, who hags stood thetest of cross
examination and the alleged suspicious circumstances pointed
out in the lower court order are of no @nseguence anaShould

not have any bearings on fact that this wWill in favour of

appellant has been duly proved.

4, That the Will in favour of appeliant further gets

corroboration from the fact that appellant was duly xrstxidied

established as Chela of mahant Gian Dass deceased on 26=11-2006

and wax in the presence of Holy Guru Granth Sahib in the meeting

of Udaseen Maha sabha under chairmanship of mahant Joginder

Dass general secretary of Udaseen Maha Sabha in a religious

oongregation under a UDastar Bandi ceremony and a due resolution

of this Rasam Chela/ Major Nama was executed and the same was

duly endorsed by mahant Gian Uass by putting thamb impression

on the same alonguith others and copy of the same is duly

proved as mark-C, This aspact what to talk of being appreciated

By the trial court has not been even touched/referred to in the
impugned order.

5. That The appellant wyas appointsd mahant of dera mahant
Gian Dass being chels of mahant Gian Dass on 12-8-2007 by the
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Udasean Mahansabha i.e. BHEK afterthe death of mahant Gian
Dass, who had also executed a Will in favour of his chela
Baldev Dass appellant in lieu of services rendered by him
towards the mahant Gian Dass deceased and his Uera uwhere he
was working as chela and Sewadar during his lifetime. A resolution
to this extent was also gdopted by the Udassen Mjhansabha and
sant Muni chela Parkash Muni,M@hant Hariom Parkash deputy
general secretary of Udaseen Mahanshabha Punjab and mahant
Joginder Dass president of Udaseen FMghansBbha was examined and
dudy proved the version of appellant. The lde.lower court failed
to appreciate thei& svidene both oral & documentry inclusive of
photographs of the ceremony placed on the file in proper

perspecitive, thus ca-ugling grave injustice to the appellant.

6o That the hon'ble trial coort has failed to appreciate
that had there been the allsged registered will allegedly =f
dt.2-8-2004 of mahant Gian Dass, then there was no occasion
for him to adopt appellant as his chela and being party to the
resolution dt.26-11-2006 in which he endorsed the resolution
by putting his thumb impression on the same. This alone asgect

was sufficient to ignore the alleged earlier registered Will

allseged in favour of respdte The hon'bleg trial court failed

to appreciats t his fact also that had this will been genuine

then the re-spdt should have objected to appointing of

appellant as chela of mahant Gian Dgss deceased at that very

relevant time, wyhen the appellant was appointed chela of mahant

Glan Dass on 26-11-2006 in his Presence and of which he had the

knowledge from its inception.Even the law cited was not appreciated.,
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That after deducting the period mfor obtaining the certified

copy of impugned order, the appeal is within limitation, and

particularly when 13 & 14 November were holidays beim saturday

and sunday .
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