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IN THE COURT _O.F THE Mrs, shruti singh , IAS, Deputy Qommissioner-cum—
o_oll_ector,_ shaheed Ehagat Singh Nagar.

‘Appeliate side Revenue Case No.

District Date of filling Whether rccelved form
' _ Appeilunt in person, or by
Pension -  pleader of or Agent
- 29/4/2010 Sh, Rajinder Kumar Sehjal
Bhagat _singlfa Advocate
Nagar.

Kashmir Singh s/0 Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder Singh R/0 V. Bhangal Kalan,
hsil Nawanshahry&ésifst. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,
: .o.AE)p Ellant

3= Pri::am Kaur W/o Kachhery ﬁam @Mohinder Singh r/o V., Hangal Kalan,
Respondant
Tehsil Nawanshahr, Distt. Szaheed Bhagat singh Nagar.

2= Blbir Ksur W/o som PR 1kash R/o Xm Nazaffgarh, Dinpur Durga, Bihar,
R’lase-ll.lcalja No.9, H.No. 265, Bengali Painter Wli Gali, Delhi
Appeal form the or er o sh. Pardeep Kymar Aggaml.IAS -« Respondent

SDO
............ 19th. . Dated ... In'FpaDny of I
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Claim..T®. aqbept the.appsal..and . ko. sek. 25198, the. oxder. .of. . e B8 rdeen. Kumax
Aggarwal, Ias. SDO, Nawanshahr, which was passed by SDO( civil) on dt. 19/3/2010
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Grounds of appeal -

1- That the order under appeal is bad in the eyes of law ang
against the facts on the file and in fact a perverse.
2= That the order under appeal are based on conjeéctures and

#X¥ surmisese.
3- That the order passed by the lecarned lower court of SDO
(civil) are illegdl,unjust arbitrary and are against the provisions

of law.

4 Ihat the real facts of the dase are that Sh.Kachhery Ram

@ Mohinder Singh was the @riginal owner of the land in question ,
situasted at Village Bhangal Kalan , Tehsil Nawanshahr, Distt. Shahee:
Bhagat Singh Nagar. sh.Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder Singh duiing his life
time executed & unregisterdd will in favour of Kashmir Singh
(appellant) , because Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder Singh was not pulling
well with his wife Pfita;n Kaur and his daughter Balbir Kaur , so
the appellant had debarred his wife and daughter from his property
and will, Bat Kashmir Singh served to his father during his life
time and Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder Singh was also resided with Kashmi)

singh during his life time.Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder Singh executed a

unregistered will on dt. 10/8/1992 in favour of Kashmir Singh in the
presence Of attesting witnesses during his life time and as per
the said will dt. 10/8/1992 Kashmir Singh is only the beneficiary

of the estette of Kachhery Ram @ MohinderSingh.Moreover , it may
be stated Werethat the will in qguestion Kachhery Ram @ohinder
Singh als> mentioned that if Kashmir Singh died in RI¥xEMRingxiife

Xinex his life time , then the property goes to Pritam Kaur and

as per the said will income fram the agricultuxe half share of the
incOome wés paid to Pritam Ke8ur by his byxhi®» wkf® son Kaswmir Singh,
after the death of Ka@chhery Ram @ Mchinder Singh.Kachhery Ram @
Mohinder 8ingh waS'died on ék. 11/4/1993 at vill, Ehengal K& lan, Teh. &
Distt.N@wanshahr, All the last rites and ceremonies ©f Kachhery Ram
@ Rx Mohinder Singh was completed by the Kashmir Singh sppellant.
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5- That after the death of Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder singh,

the appellant cultivated the property in cuestion and h- ving
pOssesSsion dpon the property in guestioneMoreover , it may be
_stated herethat one civil litigation titled as'Kashmir Singh Versus
Balbir Keurk and other' is pending in the court 6f €ivil Judge ( sSD),

Nawanshahr in which the stay order was passed by the Hon'ple court

cOpy Of said order has already on the lower court file,
6~ That the respondent No.1l also admitted in her cross examin-

-ation that she was res:_iding seperate fram Kachhery Rem @ Mohinder
Singh during his life time amd also gave statement , she was also
cooked own £00d seperate from Kachhery RRm @ Mohinder Singh.Moreover,
it be also adnitted by the re gpondent No.1 that all the last

;ites ceremonies was also done by the Kashmir Singh and also
adgnitted that Kashmir Singh having cultivated possession upon the
preperty in question. Moreover , all the witnesses produced by the

- appellant before the trial court and all the witnesses adnitted that
will in guestion wWas exeguted by Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder Singh
during his life time , in favour of Kashmir Singh in lieu of
Kashmir Singh served to Kachhery Ram @ Mohinder Singh in his 1ife
time. |

7- That the learned lower court has sanctioned the mutation
wrongly ,» illegally and effecting the rights of the appellang with

the remérks that fram ali the witnesses mo panch or sarpanch or
lamberdar 0f village Biangal Ké3an.It be stated hereth&t there is

no Need as per lavw a lamberdar Or Sarpanch or Fanch only can attest
the will , but in real facts as per law will was attested by any of
p¥xthe person who is #he Wellwisher/faith of the BXeEREOKESKX
executor of the will , or near relative of the person who execute the
the will,There is o need whether the witnesses are also necessary

belongs to Village sarpanch, Lanberdar Or Panch

contd..P/3



-3
8- That the leamed lower court has sanctioned the mutation

wrongly, illegally and effecting the rights of the appellant, hence

the order passed by the learned lower court is nonest in the eyes of

lawq
Q- That the agppedd is within time,
10~ That the learned lower court has committed various irregularif

é’nd kkgg illegalities as the learned tower court has mot gone througt

the file and the learned lower court order having no merits ,

while passing the impugned order , which warrants the interference

of the Hon'ple court by way of this present appeal.

It is, therefore , grayed that the appeal may kindly be
accepted and the order of the XweznXas learned lower court be set

@side in the interest of justice and fair playe
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Submit ted by -

Zppellant

K_ashmir singh g/0 Kachhery Ram

@ Mohinder Béngh r/o V. Ehangal
KalaR, Teh,Nawanshahr, Distt.
Shahped Bhagat Singh Nagar.

'I".'I.I‘nghi ’)/-\ _ -
sh. Rajind umar $hjal, advocate,

Dt. 29/4/2010

Wistt. courts, NMwanshahr



