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b lg‘v'
IRAY | r

"‘ gt ﬁ?n Balbeer Singh s/o Late Sh. 2 b'ms Singh t/o

103 Race Courge Dehradus.
~Plaintiff

l i
et VERSUS

1 Sh. Surject Singh slo Late Sh. Ihrbms Slngh r/o 34 Rajpur

4 T

Road [Dehradur.
2. Sh. Manjeet Singh s/o Late Sh. Harbans Singh r/o 14 Mohini

_ -R’é‘élﬂ' ,Dehradun.

pamanGali , Division 11
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[ed no objection for this since as per aforesaid oral
faiﬁcgy seftlement they have nosharein the alft:ircs_aid property \)\
but sinee defendant no. 1 fo 6 arc the legal heirs i_).f.'ln_h'_nh. |
Harbans Singh and Late Smt. Amrit Kaur hcnce. :tltey are

being impleaded as neeessary partics , though no relief is ﬁought

against them.

I

5.That in the aforesaid oral family settlement , it was also settled
that plaintiff has become the owner of ground floor of the
property mentioned in schedule A of this plaint ;more fully
deseribed in the schedule B of this plaint and defendant no. 7

i has become -thﬂc ofyner of the Est floor of the property
deseribed in the schedule A of this plaint , more uIl_;* deseribed
in sched ulc C of this plaiut.

6.That since few days ,defendant no. 7 is challenging the

: gfammd family settlement and is denying the titte of plaintiff




plalnt hiwc bccn cloudcd and l,t has become necessary for

1fk

:'nhmhﬂ‘ to get 7 declaratory

- ‘-..‘

~dec;~ce from the Hon'ble court

rcgard:ng his rights, hcnce th:s suit,

¥ L TL RO e L LY

10 Th'\t cause of action for the present suit arose on 12. 7/2002

k5 (R when thc plopel ty described in schedule A was duly mutated in

the names of defendant no. 7 énd plaintiff and feyw days back

when defendant no. 7 challenged the oral family settlement by

i SR yy

hich plaintiff became owner of the property described in

schedule B of this plaint and defendant no, 7 became the owner

“

of the property described in schedule C of this plaint and stin
accruing in the ju‘risdi'ction of Hon'ble Court where the partics (o

Pas the éUit are residing and ywhere the propprty in dispute is

~ r

.y

jurisdiction and
AT ..ﬂlc purposes of valuation ,j
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That it is in the interest of justice that a decree of declaration

‘ ;f; made 4o the cffect that the plaintiff is the owner of the prop-
0 pigl ey

. Y
erty deseribed in the schedule B of this plaint.

It is thercfore prayed that the Hon'ble Court be pleased o pass

the following relief ip favour of plaintifl:

 AThat a decres of declaration be passed in favour of plaintiff

15 the efect that plaintiff is (he owner of the property deseribed

_ in seheduie 2 of this plaiat;

y E‘,‘Fha%ny other or further relief which the Hon'ble Court
deems fit and proper be also awarded in favour of plaintiff;

C. Full costs of the suit be also awarded in favour of plaintiff

[ -

I i p

st defendant no. 7.

B -ge,w__'*.ﬂ-i-**m.ﬂi* ek

per aring no. .'1'&3'1:, Block C ,Race Course

0. 108/98 Govind Nagar 1st D.Dun yhaving plot area of

nsisting of a double _sfg_ireycd house
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l. : y mentioned in schedule A

All that ground floor of {he propert

scuppuLe ! C L

******************

r of the property mcntmncd}nm A

plaintiff

_ Allthat First floo

e

Y
U

1 the abovenamed plaintiff do Rereby verify that contents

‘of the above plaint from para t to 9 aretrue to my

“personal kinowledge and those of paras 10 to 12 arc '.

 based on legal advice which I believe to be true.

plaintiff

st fafas)
L RRERLIDT
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it _._.w.nm to the suit haye compremis

A wised a5 undey .
et 1

BBt Piintif will be e gy
-sehedule B of the Plaint, shown i

o) A

olithe Property deserieg in
VGREEN Coloy

lie annexed

- LThat defendant e 7will be absols

B L ~ WD
seseribed i schedule C of the plaing <

Lol the preperty &=
SWHLIN RED enlour i the

ELLOW colour in gt i

Em;_ﬁx& map will
{ween | E..:m:..&& delendant no, 7 and both wWill Apews : |
® Same as common place. L . |

shall theit aswn costs.

ANenlze i

Vot sell and as attorney
*Refendanting, 1 1o 6
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