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IN THE COURT OF THE = Sh, Gurkirt Pel Singh Deputy Commissioner cum
Collector Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar,

-Appeliate side Revenue Case No. OF 19
District Date of filling Whet,he.r' rec‘e'ived form Stamp on
' ._Appeilant in person, or by Pention
Pension pleader of or Agent ‘of uppeal
SBS Nagar | 12-11-09 Appellant ththrough |
sh,Dhirej sahaj pa1 | RS-
Bidvccete D istt.
Courts,Newanshahr

Mohinder Kaur @ HErjit Kaur wo Sycha Singh H.No, 1725, Gurudeara Akali Road,
Kharar Distt.¥Md18ll Versus .+ ohppellant .

1. Mohan Singh son of M@han Singh

2. surinder Kéur ¢/o Méhan sin:kc -wo-Shiv Singr /o V,Pharala Teh.
Nawanshahr Distt, SBS Nagar.
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Dated ..... 25 P seses sipsnbensea Ty aases Day of geptembe T,




Grounds ofappeal;

A That the order dt. 25- %2009 pessed by the court of Sh,
Birp@l Singh PCS, cum Assistant Collector Ist Gradé Newenshahr

is bad in the eyes of law and liable to be set aside.

2. That the 1ld. lower court has comitted gredr error by not
correctly appregiating the fact. on .file in a lawful ganner,

The appellant has proved ample evidence on record to Prove this
fact that surinder sSingh deceased was residing with tke appellant
at her house since last more than 30 years and he wés taken care
by the appellant, Surinder Singh died at house o.f the appellant
at Kharar, He was having Htion card and voter card at Kharar.

The lawful presemption cén be easily drive of having having
execution of the Will in favour of appklaant.

% That lower court has grately errored by not reiling upon
the clinkching and trustworthy evidence of appellant, The appellant
had fully proved the execution of the will by producing the witnesse
of the will and who was crosseéd oy the counsel of objector amd
nothing econreate was &M from his teftamoney to discard the
will, So much so that even during his life t@me Surinder Singh had
executed & general power of attomey regarding his estate in favour
of the apprellant with canplete right of sale amd mortgage etc.
Inspite of these facts the lower coaurt failed to appreciate the
glaring facts by passing this order vhich was result of grave
mis-carriage of justice to the appellant

4, That lover dourt erreonously magniiied the minor contre-
diction in the evideuce of the appellant to discard ti® will., The
lowver court simply discarded the will on tha Primice that there
was contradictry regarding place of typing the sdll &nc based

its findings in impugred the order on this minor diererency.
Whereds there is pessitive evidence on tl® record to prove the
execution of will.

5. that thé arguments of the counsel of the cleaiumant/appellant
was not heard and referred in 'tbe impugred order ,
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6. That the appeal is within time.

It is, therefore prayed that the order under appeal
dt., 25-9%2009 may kindly be set aside and the eppeal Ry
kindly be accepted , in the interest of justice,

Submitted by:-
Appellant YT%EU éhb
Mohinder Kaur @ Harjit Kaur

Throughs Counsel

Sh, Dhirej Sehajpal #dvocate,

D2 teds 12- 11-09. Distt, OourtS,:Eﬁ]Shahr.




