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—_— COURT NOTICE |
Ll _# u (U/o 5 Rule 20 CPC)

IN THE COURT OF Sh. Munish Nagar '

] o, Additional Civil Judge {Senior Division) Sirsa
Next Date, Purpose of case, Orders and Judgments as well ps other |
case information is available on h |

SARASWATI
Vs,
BANWARI

_ CNR No. HRSI102-001356-2018
| _ S-894-2018
' Next Date:} 17-08-2024

Suit for declaration and possession to the effect that the plaintiffs are owner in ppssession of
1/4 share in equai share and proforma defendants no.72 and 73 are owners and i possession
of 1/4 share in equal share and proforma defendants no.74 to 76 are owners and in possession
of 1/4 share in equal shares and the proforma defendants no.77 and 78 are owners and in
possession of 1/4 share in equal shares being the LRs of predecessors of Smf. Ram Rakhi
daughter of Sedhu @ Sethu son of Shri Kumbha Ram (wife of Shri Lekh Ram) of land
measuring comprised in Khewat No.277 Min Khatuni No.437 to 445 SQ. No.62 Kilia No.15/2(5-
18), 16/1(7-12), 20{8-0), 21(8-0), 22(8-0) 23(8-0), 24/1(7-13), 25/2(7-12), Sq. No.63 Killa|No.11/2(4-0),
"120(8-0), 21(8-0), Sq no.71 Killa No.1/1(2-4), 10/2(2-6), Sq. No.72 Killa No.5(8-0), Sq. No.62 Killa
No.15/1(0-7), 16/2(0-8}, 24/2(0-7), 25/1(0-8}, Sq. No.70 Killa No.1/1(0-9}, 2/1/1(0-7), Sq. No.71 Killa
No.2/2(0-8), 3/1(0-9) 4/1(0-9), 5/1(0-9), 9/1(0-8), vide Jamabandi for the year 2007-08 situated at
Village Kutiana Tehsil and District Sirsa since after the death of Sethu @ Sedhu (died in the year
1960-61), father of Ram Rakhi (died in the year 1986-87) as the inheritance never remains in
aheyance and for opening the inheritance there is no limitation as well, and the mutation
No.1262 as per the then prevailing Jamabandi for the year 1978-79 of Village Kytiana is also
iiable fo he set aside and all the subsequent interse changes/ partition / transfers pf every type
on the basis of mutation No.1262 in revenue papers are wrong as a result of conspiracy,
misrepresentation, concealment of facts as well as interse collusion of fathers| brother and
nephews allegedly of Sedhu and thereafter the sale deed nos. 100 dated 12-04-2D13 and sale
deed No.68 dated 08-04-2013 in favour of defendant no.54 by defendants in this manner all the
mutations/changes in the revenue entries in the subsequent relevant revenue recprds, namely
Jamabandi and Girdawari etc. are void ab-initic, nonest and not binding on the hergditary rights
“|of the plaintiffs and proforma defendants and liable to be declared so and set aside and as a
consequential relief of permanent injunction restraining the defendants from further alienating
the suit land by way of any known mode of transfer and for possession, on the basis of
evidence of every description oral as well as documentary.

PUBLICATION ISSUED TO:

DEFENDANTS :-
2. SHANTI DEVI WIDOW OF ANURAG, 4. RAKHA RAM 5.RAM LAL, DEF.

NO.,7,8,9, 10, 14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 35, 36, 37, 41, 42, 43,
4,47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 63.{ s L ) |







defendant(s)/respondent(s) above named cannot be served in the ordinary way (

|

The Manager
DAILY ASHIANA.,

Whereas it has been proved to the satisfaction of the

this proclamation under order 5 Rule 20 CPC is hereby issued ‘against him
appear personally or through their counsel on 17-08-2024 at 10:00 a.m.
Take notice that, in default of his/their appearance on\the day before men

satd case will be heard and determined in his/their absence acchrding to law.

Munis Négar

Sirsa &

Court that the
f service. Hence,

them and should

tioned, the above

Additional Civil Judge (Senior Diyision)







