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IN THE COURT OF Sh. Himanshu Singh R
E Additional Civil Judge (Senior Division) ,Sirsa -
' C o

SHISPAL =3
Vs

State of Haryana ﬁ?’
CNR No. HRSI02-000124-2022

Next Date:- 28-05-2024

| .
'
| PUBLICATION ISSUED TO: FF’

Defendants No. 5.NISHU W/0 LUCKY, 7.SHASHI BALA, 9% ASHA mi
ANITA — DIQ DAWARKA PARSHAD. 11.KAUSHLYA DEVI WDVO SATPAL 8/0
DWARKA PARSHAD, 12AJAY KUMAR S0 SATPAL S/0 DWARKA
PARSHAD, 13.ANURADHA, 14POONAM - D/O SATPAL S/O DW o
PARSHAD, 16 MAINA DEVI W/0 MAHINDER 5/0 DUNI RAM, 17 +
KUMAR S/O GIRERDHARI S/O MATTU RAM, Defendants No.18 to 42 and

performa defendants No.43, 44(i to ix).
ALL RESIDENTS OF VILLAGE KHAJAKHERA TEH AND DISTT SIRSA

In above titled case, the defendant No.5,7,9,11,12,13,14,16,17,18 10 42 and perm
defendants no.43.44(i to ix) could not be served. It is ordered that defenﬂant[s}.#espﬂ:ﬂﬂiﬁ
should appear In person or through counsel on 28-05-2024 at 19:

cefe district=Sirsa {;"'-‘t#
et
[} . = -. )
. ﬂ ' Additional Civil .lmigt{Euinr[Ihiamﬂ
F |
qﬁ%#? Ehug ﬁ,ﬂ!
d Dﬂtﬁi this day of 08-04-2024
m’-r-|~*
T -‘.

“_E‘matﬂﬂ w0 the Manager, Daimik Chetna. {or qublicarion ﬂﬂlmmw




EupyuiPqu::aﬂnn be sent to the Court of undersigned before d:eumﬂmfufhuﬁng.
You ore, also directed to send one set of process’ at the residentiol

mentioned) address of respondent for the date fixed.
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HRSI02-000124-
E‘ E COURT NOTICE u—ﬁ

. ~r: H.
IN THE COURT OF Sh, Himanshu Singh '
E Additional Civil Judge {Senior Division) ,Sirsa
SHISPAL ﬁ
Vs,
State of Haryana EI
! , g .ﬁl‘ |
PAYMENT ORDER
To
A The Advert Mana 1
SR ETIT ger, e

Dainik Chetna. w
Receipt No. : 34 Amount ; 2200+110~ *

Dated : 06.04.2024 \ ~uciilh,

" Jude

b % Hi Singh ﬁ

: ;5 % g- Additional Civil Judge (Senior Division) 1,

u, o A '

Dy gt
ey




Form No. 77 Eor Upivading on Website
= | COURT NOTICE AN
E E (Ufo 5 Rule 20 CPC) ﬁ? !

IN THE COURT OF Sh. Himanshu Singh Tasuslh
E Additional Civil Judge (Senior Division) Sirsa _
Next Date, Purpuse of case, Orders and Judgments as well as other
case information is available on fittp://ecourts.gov.in e
SHISPAL Y
Ve i
State of Harvana

CNR No. Ensmz-uuulzagﬁ?' :

Next Date;- Eﬁﬁ
PUBLICATIOMNASSUED TO):

Defendants No. 5.NISHU wW/O LUCKY, 7.SHASHI BALA, 9. AM’W

ANITA - VO DAWARKA PARSHAD. 11L.LKAUSHLYA DEVI WDi0 SA
DWARKA PARSHAD, 12AJAY KUMAR 50 SATPAL S0 D

* PARSHAD, 13ANURADHA, 14.POONAM - D/O  SATPAL S0 DWARKA
PARSHAD, 16.MAINA DEV] W/0 MAHINDER S/'0 DUNI RAM, 17 KAMAL -
KUMAR S5/0 GIRERDHARI S0 MATTU RAM, Defendants No. 18 to 41 :
performa defendants No.43, 44(i to ix). : -,
ALL RESIDENTS OF VILILAGE KHAJAKHERA TEH AND DISTT SIRS sl

Ta, ”
The Manager E"‘T
Dainik Chetna, . Ly
- ., L5 '

Whereas it has been proved to the satisfaction of the Court that the defendants above named
cannot be served in the ordinary way of service. Hence, this proclamation under order 5 W{j’ ,

&)

CPC is hereby issued against him/them and should appear personally or through their w -
28-05-2024 at 10:00 a.m.

Take notice that, in default of his/their appearance on the day before mentioned, the above
heard and determined In his/their absence ar rding to law.

v hand and the seal of the Court, this 0 - ,:.!if"
Hi i - _Fr
« S5 Additional Civil Judge (Senior Division)
; Eh'ﬂg T
N i



IN THE COURT OF CIVIL JUDGE, SENIOR
DEVISION SIRSA.

&3 |

Shispal aged about years son of Sh. Nand Ram son
of 5h. Jagmal resident of willage Nathor Tehsil
Rania District Sirsa.
w.Plaintiff,
VERSUS
l.St%te of Haryana through District Collector,
Sirsa.
2 s. D. 0. [civil), Sirsa Tehsil and District
3irsa.
3.psgistant Collector 1%° Grade, Sirsa.
4.Chander kala wife of Sh. Subash Chand son of
Sh. Ruli Ram
5 Nishu wife of Sh. Lucky son of Sh. Kashmiri
Lal
6.Subash Chander scon of
7.5mt. Shashi Bala
B.Smt. Usha Rani
9,.Smt. Asha Rani @ Anita
10.Smt. Neelam Rani Daughters of S8h. Dawarka
Parshad son of sh. Shiv ﬂaya'l.'
11.8mt. Kaushlya Devi widow of
12.Ajay Kumar son of
13.8mt. Annuradha
14.Smt. Poonam Daughters of 8h. Satpal son of
5h. Dawarka Parshad son of Sh. Shiv payal
15 . Harbans Kaur wife of Sh. Tsra Singh s=on of
sh. Ujjager Singh
16.8mt. Maina Devi wife of 8h. Mahinder son of



17.Kamal Kuomar & Sh. Girverdhari son of
Sh. Mattu Ram

1B.Hari Ram son o©of Sh. Jawana Ram son of G&h.
Ramji

19. Pardesp

20.5andeep sons of Smt. Kanta Devi wife of 5h.
Musafir son of 8h. Mangla Parshad

21.8ukhdev Singh sson of Sh. Mukhtiar Singh son
of Sh. Jeet Singﬂ

22.Dharmender Kumar son of Sh. Harbhagwan scn of
Sh. Ram Lal

23.Yogesh Eumar son of 5h. Hari Chand son of 5h.
Kanhiya Lal

24 Rameshwar Dass son of 5Sh. Hari Ram son of Sh.
jawana Ram

25.8mt., Kamala Devi daughter of Sh. Birbal son
of Sh. Kishna

26.Ram Chand son of Sh. Sheo Lal son of Sh.

Fatta Ram

27.Jyoti Parshad son of Sh. Jug Ram son of 5h.
Harji Ram

28.Mula Bam son of Sh. Thandi Ram son of sh.
Udmi Ram

29 .Anguri Devi wife of Sh. Des Raj son of Sh.
Hari Ram

30.Ram Kumar son of Sh. Lal Chand son of B5h.
Chunni Ram

31.Kamla Dewvi Daughter of Sh. Birbal ason of Sh.
Kishna

32.5mt. Geeta Devi wife of Eh. Rajinder Kumar

33.5ant ﬁumﬁr son of Sh. Gajjanand son of Sh.

Curga Parshad
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34 . Gordhan
35.Bhagirath sonas of Sh. Mani Ram son of Sh. Ji
Ram
36.8mt. Anguri Devi Daughter of Sh. Mani Ram
gon of Sh. Shri Ram
37.Rameshwar Lal son of 5h. Sheo Lal son of Sh.
Fatta Ram
38.Ram Chand son of Sh. Shec Lal son of Sh.
Fatta Ram
39.8mt. Kamlesh wife of Sh. Inderjit son of Sh.
Afinu Ram
40.Mange Ram son of Sh. Ram Partap son of Sh.
Birbal Dass
41.8mt. Bachno Devi widow of Sh. Ved Parkash
sonof Sh. Babu Ram
42.8mt, Raijnli wife of 8Sh. Senu son of Sh.
AmarMath all resident of wvillage Khajakhera
Tehsil and District Sirsa.
~Defendants.
1.Dharampal son of S5h. Surja Ram son of Sh.
Raju Ram resident of Mela Ground, near Jain
Park, Sirsa, Tehsil & distrfﬂt Sirsa.
2.Bihari Lal son of Sh. Chuni Lal son of- Sh.
Budh Ram now deceased through Lr's
i, Smt. Sarto Devl widow
i1. Burjeet
iii. Ajay
iv. Rajesh
v. Pankaj sons of Sh. Bihari Lal son of .8h.
Chunni Lal all resident cof v;llagﬂ
Shiswal Tehsil Adampur District Hisar.



vi.

Smt. Murti devi (Daughter) wife of Sh.
Madan Lal resident of wvillage Dulhari
Tehgil Tosam District Bhiwani.

wii.Smt. Meera [(Daughter) wife of Sh. Raj

Eumar resident of Nohar Tehsil Nohar

District Hanumangarh (Raj.).

viii.Smt. Maya (Daughter) wife of Sh. MNand Lal

1.

resident cf DMNohar Tehsil Nohar District
Hanumangarh 1Haj_]_

Spt. Bala (daughter) wife of S5h. Satyawan
rasident of Sattroad Khurd Tehsil and
District Hisar.

Performa Defendants.

Suit for declaration:

i. under section 45 of the Punjab
Land Revenue Act, to the effect
that the plaintiff and Performa
defendants are Jeint owner and
in possession as per their

© respective share of land
measuring 16 marlas comprised in
khewat no. 127 khtoni no. 182
8g. no. 34 killa no. 28/1(0-
12),28/3/3(0-6) ,2B/3/4 (0~
4} ,28/3/5(2-9) khewat no. 584
khetoni no. 698 Sg. no. 34 killas
no. 28/3/2(0-68) khewat no. 585,
khetoni no. 699 sg. no. 34 killa
fno. 28/3/1{0-6) khewat no. 3158
khetoni no. 3641 s8g. no. 34
killa no. 30/2{0-8), 30/3(1-2),
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30/4(0-2) khewat no. 3273
khetoni no. 3801 sg. 09. 34
killa no. 30/1(0-6) situated
within revenue estate of wvillage

Khajakhera Tehsil and District

girsa, on the basis of judgment
and decree dated 15.06.1991
passed the court of Sh. J. 5.
Jangra, Add. Senior Sub-Judge,
cirsa, in civil suit no. 1680~
¢/1990 titled as’Shispal etc.

="

versus Smt. Harbans Kaur’ and
revenue record subsequent
therete showing contrary with
regard to the suit land is wrong

and incorrect, against law and

facts, null and vold not binding

. upon the rights of plaintiff and

3 ' performa defendants, liable to
pe corrected in favour of
plaintiff and performa
! defendants and against  the

defendants and-alsn mutation no.
23260 entered and sanctioned on
10.04.2013 on the hasis of
judgment and decree dated

15.06.1991 is wrong and
incorrect, liable to be
correction,

| ' ii. the alleged sale deed no. . 434
| dated 04.03.1831 regarding suit

1and measuring 05 marlas 06




shown executed by
ﬂifhndant 0. 15 Harbans Kour in
. favour of defendant no. 28 Mulls
Ram g subsequent matation ng.
11550 dateq 08.01.2006 entered
and sanctioned an the basis of
alleged sale deed
ths alleged sale deed no. 11312
datad 08.02.200%¢ fegarding lang

measuring 02 marlas shown

53

T

eXeCuted by defendant ne. 28 inp
favour of Smt. Kanta Devi {Now

deceased through Lr’s defendant
no, 18, 20) & subseguent
mutation no. 21782 dated
02.,05.2012 enteread and
Sanctioned on  the basis @af
alleged szale dead

iv. tha alleged sals deed no. ga82p

measuring 03 marlas shown

executed by defendant ngo. 28 in

favour of defendant g, 124 &

sSubsequant mutation pg. 18486

! dated 09.03.2011 entered ang

Sancticned on the basis of
alleged sale deed

V. the alleged sale deed no, 14338

dated 30,03.2011 fegarding land

Measuring 03 marlas 01 Sarsai

shown executed by defendant ne.

28 in favour of defendant ng, 40
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vi.

wil.

& subsequent mutation no. 19431
dated 27.07.2011 entered and
sanctionad on the basis of above
sald alleged sale deed

the alleged sale deed no. 10722
dated 12.07.2011 regarding land
measuring 03 marlas 01 Sarsai
shown executed by defendant no.
40 in faveur of defendant na. 5
& subsequent mutaticn no. 19988
dated 30.08.2011 entered and
sanctioned on the basis of above
said zlleged sale dead

the alleged sale deed no. 18533/
dated 02.12.2011 regarding land
measuring 03 marlas 01 Sarsai
shown executed by defendant no.
3 in favour of defendant no. 32
& subsequent mutation no. 29631
dated 25.01.2020 entered and
sanctioned on the basis of above

said alleged sale daed
u

viii, the alleged sale deed no.

11205/1 dated 18.02,2020
regarding land measuring 03
marlas 01 Sarsai shown executed
by defendant no. 32 in favour of
defendant ne. 42 & subsequent
matation no. 31229 dated

26,2.2020 entered and sanctioned -

on the basis of above said
alleged sale deed, All the above
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g{i&adﬂ are also wrong

aﬂﬂzinnurrect, not binding upon
the =rights of the plaintiff,
liable to ignored, cancelled
being obtained by playing fraud
upen the plaintiff, and
subsequent mutation and other
rewenue records thereto is null
snd  veld, voidible, hit by
principal of natural justice, no
more in the eyes of law, 1is also
liable be corrected in favour of
plaintiff and performa
defendants and defendants have
nothing to do with the suit land
& has confer with no right,
title or interest on the basis
of fraudulent sale deeds, and
further transaction thereto to
the extent of the suit land is
without right and authority and
alsc against law and facts and
also fraud on plaintiff and is
null and wvold, woidable and is
liable to be set aside to this
extent and further consequential
relief of possession of the suit
land to the plaintiff as per his
respective share, if he disposed
during the opendency of the
present suit from the defendants

and also conseguential relief of




Sir,

l-l-

Injunction restraining
endants from further
alienation or creating charge on
the suir jang in any way and
also Tor Testraining the
defendants for interference into
the peacefryl Bossession gver the
suit land and also for
restraining the defendantg for
not to disposes the Plaintiff
from the syit land forcibly and
illegally, On  the basig of

[

evidence gof every deascription

oral as well as documentary,

The plaintiff tespectfully submitg 45 under:-
That tha plaintiff along with Performa

Jg. 8 Jangra, Add, senior Suh—Jﬁdga, Sirga,

in eiwil suit no, 1680~C /1090 titled ag
‘Shispal etc. versus Sm;. Harbans Kaur’
(certified Copy of Hudgment and decree ig
attached herewithj and the Plaintiff and
Performs defendants became lawrul owner and
in possession of the land measuring 1 kanal
02 marla out of land measuring 2 kanal 04
marlas fully detailed and described in the
Judgment and decree dated 15.06.1991 angd till
today the - Plaintiff {g OWwner and in

pPessession of the suit land as per hig share,




2, That in  the month of January 2021  thea

Plaintife wants tq 98t loan gdgaingt+ the suit
Property for Faising construction OVer the

and decreg dated 15.&5.1931 the defendanta
ne. 1 Ee 3 entered and Eanctiﬂned the

defendants; wIongly ang illegally, Withopt

defendantg incluaimn with 2ach Other gg¢
Preparaqg the WIOng  ang 1llegs) Tevenue
Tecord, ag defendans no, 15 during Pendency
Of the eivig Suit ng. IEEG-EKlE?G “ransfer gg
Marlas +q the defendans TC. 28 wida allegeqd

Sale deaq no. 434 dated 04.03.1951 Whereag

Plaintife 4 coming tgq know aboyg the allegeq
Sale degq fileg abplicatign for Setting

deed apg the Sub-Registr&r, Sirsa ap the

And on the bgsia abaye Baid allegeqd 2ale deeqg
revenuye authnrity incluslan with defendants,
wrongly ang illegaliy enter ang Sanctioned
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mutation no. 11550 dated 09.01.2006 which is
liable to be corrected in favour of plaintiff
and against the defendants and subsequent
transfer/entries thereto in the revenue
records on the basis of above said alleged
sale deed is also wrong and incorrect, liable
to set aside, ignored, without right, title
or interest.

3.That it is relevant to mention here that wide

judgment and decree dated 21.01.1992 passed
by tl:fe court of 8h. R. C. Godara in civil
suit no. 579/1991 transfer land measuring 06
marlas to the present defendant no. 18
(certified copy of Jjudgment and decrea
attached herewith) hence the plaintiff did
not claim his share given in the above said
judgment and decree. It is alsc relewvant to
mention here that wvide mutation no. 26152
dated 24.09.2015, the defendants no. 19 and
20 are impleaded asz party in the present suit
being legal heirs of the deceased Smt. Kanta
Devi who was alleged purchaser from the
.

defendant no. 28.

4.That the revenue autheorities wrongly and

illegally deduct the share of the present
plaintiff wvide mutation 23260 which is
entered and sanctioned on the basis judgment
and decree dated 15.06.1991, which 1s wrong
and incorrect, not binding upon the rights of
the plaintiff, liable toc be set aside gua the
share of the plaintiff. Hence this suit.
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Lay

That about twe
started working megetiation in the wvillage to
alienate the suit land and threatened the

ago, the defendants

plaintiff for dispossess him from the suit
land which is lawfully owned and possessed by
the plaintiff, forcibly and illegally which
they have no rights to do so. The plaintiff
approached am;l"“requested the defendants not
to do so but the defendants did not pay any
hesd to the request of the plaintiff. Hence
this suit.

That thi defendants in collusion with each
other on the basis of above said wrong and
incorrect mutations subseguent thereto
anﬁered and sanctioned in favour of
defendants regarding the suit land, wants to
alienate the suit land forcibly and
illegally, which they have no right, title or
interest to de so, which is wrong and
incorrect, against law and facts, null and
void, void abinitio, without authority,
regult of mis-representation, result of
fraud, nonest in the eyes of law, inoperative
upon the rights of the plaintiff and the same
have been created with malafide intention to
dafeat the legal rights of the plaintiff in
the suit land and the same are liable to be
set-aside.

That in case the defendants succeeds in thelir
evil and sinister design, in alienating the
auit Laﬂd or dispossessing the plaintiff from
fhe suit land foreibly and illegally, then it
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shall cause irreparable loss TO the valuable

rights of the plaintiff. The loss likely to
cause to the plaintiff never be compensated
except by grant af injunction, hence the
plaintiff are sntitled to seek the relief of

permanent injunction.
8. That the cauae of action for filing the
present sult arocse to the plaintiff first
l time in the month of January 2021 when the
i pla}ntiff gained vnowledge about mutation
nr:r.iEEﬁD, and secondly two months ago when
the defendants atarted negotiation to
alienate the suill 1and forcibly and illegally
and finally a day hefore yesterday, when fthe

defendants totally cafused to admit the claim
of the plaintiff over +he suit land and still
continues.
g.That the subject matter of the present suit
is wery urgent and imminent in nature, as
such the defendants B&aI€ trying *to further
alienate the =uit 1and on the basis of
# | manipulated sale deeds, faking benefits of
| wrong entries in the revanﬂh records or other

relevant records of rights on the basis of

shave sald alleged wrong and woid sale deeds
and are rhreatening tO dispossess  the
plaintiff from the sult land. In case the
defendants basing forged and
fabricatedfmanipulated sale deeds, succeed to
further -alienate/transfer the suit land to
anyone else, in that event the plaintiff

would suffer an jrreparable 1083 and legal




injury, the relief of ad-interim injunction
in favour of the plaintiff and against the
defendants shall met the ends of the justice,
otherwise the very purpose of filing the suit
would be defeated, hence & separate
application for grant of Ad-interim

injunction is hereby enclosed with the plaint

of puit. 3
14 That the suit is well within the period
F » of limltatinn from the date of knowledge

of the above said facts and circumstances and
alse as per order and guldeline of the
fion’ble Supreme Court of India as well as
Government of India due to Cowvid-13.

1l. That there 4is no other litigation 1is
pending or decided in any Court of law
regarding the same cause of action and
subject matter.

12,That the suit land is situated in Village
Khajakhera, which falls within the
jurisdiction eiwil courts at Sirsa, hence this
Hon'ble Ciwil Court has got Jjurisdiction to
try & entertain the suit.
13.That the suit is wvalued for the purpose of
L court fee & Jurisdiection is assessed as
Rs.200/- & a court fea stamp of Rs.25/- 1is
affixed on the plaint. If any deficiency is
found the plaintiff is ready to pay the same.
I+ is therefore prayed that a decree for -
declaration:
i. under section 45 of the Punjab

Land Revenue BAct, to the effect



ntiff and Performa
lefend: are Hoint owner and
in possession as per their
respective share of land
measuring 16 marlas comprised in
khewat no. 127 khtoni no., 182
Sq. no. 34 killa ne. 28/1(0-
12) ,28/3/3(0-6),28/3/4 (0-

4),28/3/5(2-9) khewat no. 554
khetoni no. 698 Sg. no. 34 killa
no. 28/3/2(0-8) khewat no. 5EBS
khetoni no. €99 sq. no. 34 killa
no. 28/3/1(0-6) khewat no, 3158
kheteni no. 3641 sg. no. 34
killa no. 30/2(0-86), 30/3(1-2),
30/4(0-2) khewat ne. 3273
khetoni ne. 3801 s8g. no. 34
killa no. 30/1(0-8) situated
within revenue estate of village
Khajakhera Tehsil and District
Sirsa, on the basis of judgment
and decree - dated 15.06.15991
passed the court of Bh. J. 8.
Jangra, Add. Senior Sub-Judge,
Sirsa, in civil suit no. 1680-
C/1980 titled as=’Shispal etc.
versus ©Smt. Harbans Kaur’' and
revenue record subseguent
therete showing contrary with
regard to the suit land is wrong
and incorrect, against law and

facts, null and veoid neot binding
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ii.

234,

ghts of plaintiff and
23 deferidants, liable to
ﬁ& gorrected 1in favour of
plaintiff and performa
defendants and against the
defendants and also mutation no.
23260 entered and sancticned on
lﬂ;ﬂi.ﬂﬂlﬂ on the |basis of
judgment and decree dated

15.06.1991 is wrong and
incorrect, liable to be
correction,

the alleged sale deed no. 434
dated 04.03.1991 regarding suit
land measuring 05 marlas 06
sarsal shown executed by
defendant no. 15 Harbans Kour in
favour of defendant no. 28 Mualla
Ram & subsegquent mutation no.
11550 dated 09.01.2006 entered
and sanctioned on the basis of
alleged sale deed

the alleged sale deed no. 11312
dated (08.02.2006 regarding land
measuring 02 marlas shown
executed by defendant no. 28 1n
favour of Smt. Kanta Devi (Now
deceased through Lr's defendant
nao. 19, 20) & subssguent
mutation no. 21782 dated
02.05.2012 entered and .
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iv.

vi.

wii.

sanctioned on the Dbasis of
alleged sale deed

the alleged sale deed no. 6820
dated 11.10.2006 regarding land
measuring 03 marlas shown
executed by defendant no. 28 in
favour cf defendant no. 25 &
subsequent mutation no. 18486
dated 09.03.2011 entered and
sanctioned on the basis of
alleged sale deed

the alleged sale deed neo. 14338
dated 30.03.2011 regarding land
measuring 03 marlas 01 Sarsai
shown executed by defendant no.
29 in favour of defendant no. 40
5 subsequent mutation no. 19431
dated 27.07.2011 entered and
sanctioned on the basis of above
said alleged sale deed

the alleged sale deed no. 10722
dated 12.07.2011 regarding land
measuring 03 'marlas 01 Sarsail
shown executed by defendant no.
40 in favour of defendant no. 5
& subsegquent mutation no. 19988
dated - 30.08.2011 entered and
sanctioned on the basis of above
said alleged sale deed .
the alleged sale deed no. 18533/
dated 02.12.2011 regarding land
measuring 03 marlas 01 Sarsai
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shown executed by defendant NO.
& in favour of defendant no. 32
& subseguent mutation no. 29631
dated 25,01.2020 entered and
sancticned on the basis of above
gaid alleged gale deed

giii. the alleged gale deed 0no.
1???5!1 dated 18.02,2020
regarding land measuring 03

e marlas 01 garsal shown executed

by defendant ne. 39 in favour of

defendant ne. 42 & supseguent

mutation  0o. 31229 dated

& 26.2.2020 entered and sanctioned

on the basis nf above said

alleged sale deed, All the above

gaid sale deeds are also Wwrohg

and incorrect, not binding upon

the rights of the plaintifi,

liable to ignored, cancelled

peing obtained by playing fraud

upon the plaintiff, and

subseguent sutation and other

revenue records +herato is null

L and void, voidable, hit Dby

principal of natural justice, nNo

more in the eyes of law, is also

liable be corrected in favour of

plaintiff and performa defendants
and defendants have nothing To dél

with the suit 1and & has confer
I with no right, ritle or interest




on the basis of fraudulent sale
deeds, and further transaction
thereto to the extent of the suit
land is without right and
authority and also against law
and facts and also fraud on
plaintiff and is null and wvoid,
voidable and is liable to be set

aside to this extent and further

consegquential relief of

possession of the suit land to
the plaintiff as per his
respective share, if he disposed
during the pendency of the
present suit from the defendants
and alsc consequential relief of
permanent injgnctiﬂn restraining

the defendants from further

alienation or creating charge on
the suit land in any way and also
for restraining the defendants
for interference into the
peaceful pnsseﬁ%iﬂn over the suit

\ land and also for restraining the
| defendants for not to disposes
the plaintiff from the suit land
forcibly and illegally, in the
interest of justice and to avu}d
maltiplicity of 1litigation. En§
other relief which this Hon'ble

Court desms fit proper may also



in the interest of

granted to
b e : ? mm‘é{
girsa/ appmitted BY:~ s
gpispal sof of Sh. Wand Ram
. aon of 3h- Jagmal resident
’ of willage Hathor Tehsil
pania pistrict sirsa.
P _Plaintiff.
o Through: aMIT KUMAR VERMA, ADVOCATE, gIRSA.
VERTFICATION:™
lverified rhat the contents of para no.l
to 9 and prayer clause are Lrue and correct TO
rhe best of my xnowledge and pelief, nothing has
concealed therelin and remaining paras are true
gal ipnformation.

and correct as per the le

yerified at Sirsa on

J}{?35J¢Ah?ﬂ

¥
!




Shispal Vs state of Haryana etc.
auit for neclaration.

APELICATION u/o 39 RULES 1 & 2 READ WITH SECTION

151 OF THE CPC

SiY;

The Plaintiff respectfully submits as under:-
1 %hat the plaintiff/ applicant prought the
spove titled suit before rhis Hon'ble
court and are yery much sure of its
success, as Per +he detailed facts and
circumstances ‘mentioned thereln the
plaint, which may alsc ke read as & part

of this application.

2. That in case +ha defendants succeeds in

— B M e & R Y € design, in
dispossessing

1and forcibly

shall cause

Dt 5 able rights of
— ly to cause to

apnsated except

ek the relief

is most urgent
jefendants _are
srference into

- e ﬂ,.._;:laintiff over

|
i



.

IN THE Courr OF cCIvIL JUDGE, SENIOR
DEVISION SIRSaA.
h_-—-—-_ﬁ_

Shispal Vs State of Haryana etg,

Suit for Declaration.

1. That the Plaintiff/ applicant brought the
above tritlad suit before +this Hon'ble
court and are Very much sure of its
SUccess, as per the detailed facts and
circumstances ‘mentioned therein the
Plaint, which May also be read g3 gz part
Of this application.

their evil and Binister design, in
alienating the suit land or dispossessing
the Plaintiff from the suit land forcibly
#%pg._ ilIEgﬂlly, thﬁh - dt  shall cause
irreparable 1oss te the ﬁaluable rights of
the plaintiff. The loss likely to causea to
the plaintiff never be compensated except
By grant of injunctiﬂn, hence the
Plaintiff 4 entitled to seek tha relief
of permanent inj%nction.
3. That subject matter of suit is most urgent
& imminent o hature, as defendants are
much excited =- p~4use Iinterference inte -

the peaceful posskssion gof plaintiff over



granted s *ﬁ, in the interest of
justice. -

Sirsa/ Submitted By:- %iﬁmﬁqfﬁrf
Shispal son of Sh. Nand Ram

son of Sh. Jagmal resident

of willage Nather Tehsii

Kania District Sirsa.
~Plaintiff,

Through: AMIT KUMAR VERMR, ADVOCATE, SIRSA,
VERIFICATION: -

Verified that +the contents of parg no.l1
to 8 and PRayer clause are true and correct to
the best of my knowledge ang belief, nothing has
concealed therein ang remaining paras are true
and cofrect ag Per the legal information,
Verified at Sirsa on

S




