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T}’Dﬂd by ‘S S

Asstt, Dist, J “
- [L\Qﬁ 12, CL‘:’ > 1o Hede

- ]'r_.

-
e

District- 24 Parganags. (South),
In the Court of the 1st Asstt. Dist. Judgn ot Allporae.
Prasont- Sri P, L. Dutta. Asstt. Dist. Judge.

Title suit ne. 36 of 1983.

Sri Prabodh Chandra Pauleseveplaintiff, =Versus-
Sri Subhas Chandra Paul & othars....Dsfendanta.
Extract from the order sheet.

Order no. 61, t, 5.8.91.

- e

a
Plaintifrf files/hazira, Defendants files no hazira.

To day is fixed for hearing comissioner's report,

No objection is Filed on behalf of the parties.

Hence, tha report aof thg comminsior';ar is ‘accaptud.

Hence, it is,

Lob Ordered. \

----- e

That the suit be decresd finally in terms nf’comissiﬁnér'u

report, Commissioner's repart, partition plan bg made a

part of the final decroae.

Dicted by ma.
Sd/- Sri p. L. Duttao
Sd/- Sri P, L. Dutta,

Asstt, Dist, Judga.




In the Court of 1st Asatt. District Judge, 24 Parganas,

Rlipore.
FINAL DECREE

T. suit no, 36_of_1983.

1. Sri Prebodh Chandra Paul s/o late Satkari Paul of 50,
B.T. Road. P.S. Coasipore Calcutta- 50 , 24 Parganas.
,;( Smt. Ratan Mala Ghosh u/o late Amar Lal Ghosh of P, K,
Ganguly Road, p.s. Bally, District- Hourah. Expunged

vide order dt. 29.3.93. Sd/- Sri P.L.Dutta. Asstt.D.J.
29.3.93.

- Versus-
1. Sri Subhas Chandra Paul. 2. Sri Ashok Kr. Paul.
2. Sri Dilip Kumar Paul. 4. Sri Dipak Kumar Paul. S. Sri
Sieir Kumar Paul, 6. Kumari Suchitra Paul. 7+ Kumari
Sujata Paul. 8. Kumari Sumitra Paul. 9, Smt, Nilima’Paul.
Nos., 1 to 5 are sons and nus.ﬂf, 5, B are daughter and no,
9 is the wife of late Bijan Béhari Paul, zll residing at
50 B«T. Road. P.S., Cossipore Calcutta- 50, 24 Parganas.
10. Smt. Minu Bhattacheryya. w/o Debendra Nath Bhattachar-

yya c/o Rabindra Nath Dutta. 10. Satinath Banerjee Lana,

P,0, Batanical Gurden, Shibpur, Howrah, 3. ..Defendants
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Claim for= Suit for partition and

%. 1'10’010/-.

Injunction wvzluec zt

This suit coming on this day for finzl dispozzl b=fore

Spi P, L, Dutta. 1st Asstt, District Judgs, 24 Fzrgznzs,

Alipore in presence of Sri Srikantaz Bznerjee. Advoczte for

the plaintiff and of Sri Sankar Prosad Pzul zng Mzl

Saha Advpcates for the defandznts.

It is ordered and decresd thz=t the suit be decrz=c

finally in terms of commi sionczrs report. Commi=ssio

2
m
"
W

reoort, Partition plan bs made 2 part of the final Zecrs=s.

SEhedula.

A1) that piece and parcel of 3 cottahs, lanc witn tuc

storied Building lying and situate
Cossipore, Celcutta=- 50.

Given under my hand and
this Sth day of August 1331,
Cortified that the addresses given

filed by the parties for servica.

g;: E; Prepared by- D,C.Halder.

=N

LE}‘B/

R

Clerk. 19.11.91.

1=,

at S50 E.T. Road, p.s=

eeal of this ecurte,

above =z=re
/_

utta.

ul

b
T

5 sl

r

O Qa

Asstt. Dist,Judge.

18t court,dlipore.

L]



Made part of the
Final Decree.
sd/= Sri P.L.Dutta.
Asstt.Dist.Judge.

1st Court Alipore.

Seal of the 1st Asstt.

24 Parganas,

—

Alipore,

District= 24 Parganas,

in the 18t Court of th
Alipore.

Title suit no._36 of 1

Djst, Judge court at

filed on 5th July 1991.

(South)e

g Rgsistant District Jud

983.

T

Prabodh Chandra Paula..
Sri Subhas Chandra Pau
partition Comm

Sir,
Most resgpect full

v...Plaintiff. -Vegrsus=
1 & others...0efendants.

issioner's final report.

F{l‘- ck ha_

£ 3*{——9\&5-{}4 bl

Cu vyt S8 emen

ge at

y 1 beg to submit my report as perT

direction of the writ issued to me that to effect partiti

on of the suit property by
preliminary decres passsd DY the Learn
To execute the commission work.

upon all the parties under ce

fixing

I gerved

9.4.1991 for holding commission at the

metea and bounds as per

ed Court.

notices

rtificate of posting,

locale. On

the sitting, both parties uers present with their lawyers

Mr.

said sitting both parties jdentified me the suit

Abani Bhusan Maity and Mr.

Sankar Prasad Pal. In the

premises

r.
Iy

';f.‘......‘

des
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premises, i.e. 50 B,T. Road, Calcuttae. 50. (pege. 2)

The suit property consists of land, pucca building and #@

some tile shed building end some dilapidated structures.
The suit property situates just eastern gside of B.T.

Road. On consent of both parties, next sitting has been

fixed on 28.4.1991.

On that sitting, that is on 2B8.4.9 1991 both
parties and their lawyers uere present and measurement af
suit 1and, building including all rooms staircase, bath
and privy and kitchen and store rooms and vacant portion
were measured and noted in my field note, and on consent
of both the parties the valuation and allotment sitting
was Fixed on 18.5.1991 at Court premises and the parties

ware directed to furnish written valuation and allotment

statement within that datee.

On 18.5.1991 the plaintiff no. 1 filed his valuation

and allotment statement (uritten) but contesting defdts.
did not a tend the commission work neither filed any

patition for adjournment.

To give the dafendants for a chance. 1 fix 7.6.1991

for
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for valuation and sllotment sitting and to file written

atatement, 1f any, notices were served upon both the

parties lauyer. (page. 3)

On that sitting, the plaintiff no. 1 was pressent

with his lewyer, but no statement was filed on beghalf of

the defendants, having no other alternative, 1 consider

the statement of the plaintiff no. 1 and submit my report

as per direction of the 1earned court Accordingly.

That the suit land situates just eastern side of
B.T. Road, the breadth of the suit 1and is 28'-9" but the
length is 76'2™ to 2 78'=7".

The position end situation of the suit land is as
such that the suit land cannot be divisible vertically,
it must be divided horizantally. By such division either
of the parties have to allot frontage i.e. Road side and
anothsr party have allot the back portion. As such to
allot the same a passage have to be kept to ingress and
egress in the back portion.

It appears that the plaintiff no. 1 is possessing

the front portion ground floor room and one room in the

L

das
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the first floor and the de fendants are possessing one room

in the first floor as such to allotment the shares I

consider to allet the front portion of the sult property

to the plaintiff no. 1 and defendants vers (page. 4)

allotted the back portion of the suit property. Southern ' e
side of the front portion were kept common for both the
parties to ingress and egress on the back portion of the

suit land and for installation of electric line., seuserage .
lane and drain for the defendants and plaintiff no. 1.

It appears that the entire suit premises is surrounded by
brick walls and other lands and only frontage is waestern

side.
That the suit land measures 2208 Sft. that is, 3

cottahs 1 chittak 3 sguarse feet of land with partly two
storied pucca building in ruinous and dilapidated conditi

an, The building condition is very bed due to ite old age.

As such both the parties have to made their construction

newly, to make neu construction it requires corporation

ganctioned plan as the suit property aituates within the

Calcutta Municipal Cerporation. To get a new plan from
dec



2 COURT

<

from the Calgutta Miniecipal Corporation minimum land aresa

is required for getting sanctioned plan accordingly the

1and have to devide by the parties. The plaintiff nao. 1 is

in possession most of the rooms in the front portion as

such 1 allotted the front portion upte the stair

the plaintiff no.

case, to
1sThe remaining portion was alletted to
the defendants to keep common area on (page. S) on ths
Southern sidg of the suit land to ingress and egress in
the both glletment. Thus the plaintiff no.

1 wvas sllottad
956 gaquarg fest land.

The defendants wsre allotted 1110 square fsqt 1and
are and 142 squage feet has kapt common for both the
partieu aa commen passage. Accnrdlng‘y 1 mada an plan
Scale 1“-10' ft. which is part of my raport ahuu;ng th.
partiaa, portion i.ae. Hed partinn ta the plaintiff no. 1.
G:pen purt1on For the derndanta and yallow colour for the

‘ 2 t J ‘-‘
common paasaga.

Tha buxld;ng portion vere allotted to the parties,
which fall u1th1n their respective allotments. I uas

informed that the plaintiff no. 2 has sold her share tc

M.
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to the defendants, if that be 80,

the share of the piff.
n

. 1 will be vary lssss and by whieh his share of arean
will be as such no plan for buildino can be made or
constructed by uhich the purpose of partition will bg

infructuous as such 1 allotted minimum lang to the plff,

‘ll
no .1 and remaining portiom allotted to the defsendants.

Valuation.

—— —— -

£ As the defendants did not submit any valugtion,

To consider the valuation of the land and building 1

(page. 6)! take up the statement of the plaintiff no. 1

and on going through the stgtements. I considered the

valuas of the lend K. 40/~ per sft. for 1st belt and &, 30/

ner sft, for 2nd belt and considering the position of land

I take S0' ft. for 1st belt end remains for 2nd belt.

To consider the valuation of building the pucca

building is very much dilapidated condition and as such

I take fs. 50/- per sft. for the puscs building and K. 25/-

persft. for the pucca building without roof and tile

shed structure and verandash considering the depreciation
Valued.
According the valuation and &sllotment were calcu

des
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Total value of the suit land including building
is s 75902.50 + ®s, 533680,00 = 129282, 50 pe.

In the preliminary decres smid writ issusd to me to
divide the suit lend in 1/2 ft. share to the plaintiffs ‘N
as such the value of half share is R. 64641=25 ,

The plaintiff no. 1 has only 1/4th share and plffe.
no. 2 has 1/4th share.

Rs such the plaintiff no. 1's value is B. 32320.62p, |

Plaintiff no. 2's share is R&. 32320.562p. .

|
The plainti ffs joinly have R, 64641.25p, L

75902. 50 64641.25 T
64641.25 53380.00 }
11261. 25 11261.25 (i

By this allotment the plaintiff no. 1 will pay R.
11261, 2S5p. to ths defendants as owelty money, As the
plaintiff no. 2 has no possession as she is at present
residing at P. K. Ganguly Road. P.S5., Bally, District
Howrah as such 1 néde no allotment for her share in the P

suit premises and the plaintiff no., 2 tremsferr vwill be

]

i e e

———-— gy _-v...-vv----vu—wua.J.UJ.ng Et'll:l. SU!B OT7 Urice tlu;j. -‘.‘rl" 3

i eSS s 5= . B e e s il ..1’.1 ‘.f

[}

ik
&Lf’ff,#——*“’fgbnsidared as owelty money of R. 32320.62p. '1 3
[ 1p dnal



—_—

AT

[

E>F’##ff’,,£acilitila also be installed through that passaga. ]:
Ac i
|‘..

b= =il

LH::K. S Rl

l‘-:b = i ;
e i

W ST

T Fo sy

e 3

12 |

By this allotments the Plaintiff no., 1 is te construct !
bath and privy and the existence bath end privy will
be demolished to lay out common passage as the same fall
in the common passage (the valus of ths said matgrials 3
(page- 10) in ths bath and privy though considered by
valued it Nil),

Dn the other hand the defsndants wvers allotted more
land for making construction in their allotment.

The parties were given one year time to make such
arrangement from the final decree.

The common passage on the south were allotted to
both the parties and neither party can make any construct
ion in the said passage upto the ground floor roof leval ,.;L
as the first floor the structure is existencs the same .

was kept as it is the plaintiff no. 1 was also debarred

S i 5

from meking any distmrbance nuisance in the said common i
passage. Both the parties water line, ssuerage line
electric line and telephone line can be installed 4zh

through that pessage and maintenance of structural

I - e T .

o

_-—-—-—v-—----..—r,—u-l‘c—auua'&'uu—uuj.‘:u‘.‘l.'rlg anad some O Drltk wall wiuvn. |

e — e P S -

ey e

- —a.

=S

T e e e T gt SR




13

This is my report the map is also part of my report. .

o s

The proceedings field note end other incidental

papers prepared at the locale are also part of my report.

I have done my duty as directed by the Court by Li«
_[i issuing writ. ”iih.
i I have done my vork at best of my knowledge and
1! gskill and abilities as I was directed.
j; RE® Pleas accept my report. :ﬁ ‘
; Evialase Yours faithfully.
% 1. Field Note. Sd/- Ahindra Sekhar Naskar.
) 2. Sketch mape Advocate Commissioner, | |
i 3. Urit, 1
i} 4, Proceedinge at locale. | t,
j 5. Notica with under certificate of posting.
Made part of the Final Decrees
sd/- Sri P, L. Dutta.
1 Asstt, Dist. Judge, 1st Court ~
{ Alipore, 24 Parganas, (S). %
|
/Tvpad by- = Sen ns
Al M 20. )25, | | ldae
Cjifj//”’- " partly, one storied building and some of b:ibﬂmugll'ﬁffﬁ; [% f
— e ) o




Seal of the 1st Asstt. District Judge court at

Alipore, 24 Parganas, filed on Sth July 1991.

District=- 24 Parganas. (S)o

In the 1st Court of the Assistant District Judge at Alipur |
]
Ne

Riskriek- Title suit no. 36 of 1983.

Probodh Chandre Paul & anothere.s..Plaintiffs. =Versus-
Subhas Chandra Paul & others...Defendants.
Proceedings- 9.4.91 at 4.30 P.M.

1 came to the local due service of notices upon all
the parties. )

At the local I found Mr. Rbani Bhusan Maity

Ld. lavyer of the plaintiff and plaiﬁtirf Probodh chandra
Paul, My, Sankar Prasad Kar, ld. Advocate of the defdts.
no. 1 to 9 and his khgf;;EIisnt Dilip Kumar Pal, Dipak
Kr. Pale Sisir Kr. Pale. and Sujata Paul are also present

in the sillinge.

A1l ths parties identied me the suit land i.se. SO

u/////// B.T. Road. Calcutta=- SO.

The suit property consists of party tﬁo storiad

|
C;*ﬁj///’ffffﬁf’;;rtly’ one storied building and some of brick wall uithL:
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2

with €ile shed and small vacant portion.

1 adjourned the commission silling for the day
Next date has been fixed. 28,4.91 at 11.00 ReM,
Sd/- Ahindra Sekhar Naskar.
Advocate Commissioner

9,4.91.

§d/- illegible. Advocate

for the dafendant nos. 1 to 9,

9.4.91.

§d/- illegible. Advocate for plaintiff no. 1.

9‘4.91.

<D S

<

Typed by
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Dist. Judge court at

Sgal of the 1st Asstt.

Alipore, 24 parganas, filed on Sth July 1991.

District- 24 parganas. (s).
Agstt. Dist. Judge at Alipore.

- g

1 In the 1st Court of the
Title suit no. 36 of 1983,

Probodh chandra Paul & Rnothere..e.plaintiffs, =Versusa- i
Subhas Chandra Paul & others...Defendants.

Proceadingﬂ- 28.4.91 at 11.00 R.”.

As per previous date notice I came to the local at

gchedule times.

At the local I find plaintiff and ddfendants and their
lawyers Mr., Abani Maity and Mr. Sankar Prasad Ker. ¥
I measured the suit land i.e. 50 B,T,Road, along

with building pucca, Tile shed building kitchen bath &
privy and other vatant portion of the said premises L

pn:ﬂfﬁ?ruith thes assistance of both parties.

I also msasured the first floor room consisting of

tuo rooms and roof and stair case, There is only one

-

L/’f,””’!th'Jaanfruit trees. This measurements are noted in }
,%Q tvo separate sheets.
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I also measumed the boundary line ofthe said premises.

(page. 2) 1 complete my commission work regarding
measurement of premises both parties are directed to
submits their valuation and allotment statement within
15 days. Next sitting has been FPixed 1B.5.91.at 2.00 P.M,
at court premises.

Sd/- Ahindra Sekhar Naskar.

Advocate commissioner.

Seen.
sd/-illegible. Adv. 28N 0
28. 4. 91.

AP C—
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£ 00,

Typand by

Geal of Lthe 18t Asatt, Distriot Judys aoutt #%

AMlipore, 74 pargeins, Tilmd on Shh July 19%% +

District= 24 Parganss. (%)
In the 1at Court of Sestt. District Judge st Aligurs.

Titla sult fine %6 of 190%.

el Prabndh Chandrs Paul & obthers,..plaietiffs, <Iszxus=
ri Subhas Chandra Paul st othete...Dafandsot,
Prooesdinga= 14, 5,100 at 2.00 pe,.

As pnr preavinus dats notios the sitting eufar alng
valuatlion and allotmant was held at court pramisss, Lo,
1adyar Mr. Abani Malty s present with nis clisrt. Nons
on bohall of defte,srs present, At that sittisng the
plaintire rlled a written valuation o allontesnt, state-
mant., [ kept 1t for parussel. I wvalted upte 4,00 PP, noans
gama on brh sl f of defendart, [ complets the commizsion
vokkn .For ands aof justice a date will bs Pissd far filieeg
valuatlon and alloteant gt._nbucnt by the dufl:nidarnts,
Sd/= Ahindra !‘atbh;t Masvar, 1%2,%5.1%%1%,

Sonn,
Aduncate Comsmissioner.,

54/~ 111mgible.
Advoc ata., 1B.5.91.

—

e
— S — 4:?

- . i — .
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[ Seal of the 1st Asstt. Bist. Judge court at
|

24 Parganss, filed on sth July 1991.

Alipore,

District- 24 Parganas. (s).

In the 1st court of the Asstt. Dist. Judge at Alipore. ;

p.

Probodh Chendra Paul & otherseesssPlaintiffs. -Versus= |
[

S

Sri Subhas Chandra Paul....Defendants.

555 |

Proceedings- 7.6.1991 at 4.00 P.M, :

As per previous dates proceedings, direction I fix

7.6.1991 for commissien work regarding valuation and

allotment statement by the defendants. Accordingly 1

served noticea upon the parties on 30.5.1991.

The plaintiff is present with his lauyer Mr. Abani
Maity but none appears on behalf of dafendants nor filed
!

any portion for adjournment not submitted any valuation

and gllotment statement. As such I complaete my commission |

workes It is npow. 5.30 P.M,
Sd/= Ahindra &r.Naskar. !

Sean.
A
Typed by - (S\é:‘ Sd/- ex 1)1egible. dvocate Commiseioner. 7.6.1991.

{
dt- Q .~ ~ .3_ Advocata. 7.6.91. I
l-.'f__.J
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Segal of the 1st Asstt. Dist., Judge court at
Alipore, 24 Parganas, filed on Sth July 1991
Ahindra Sekhar Naskar. Advocate. Resldencs d Chanbes, B
Alipeye Judgse: souzk, 31A, Alipore Road, P.S.
Calcutte- 700 027. Alipore, Coleutta- 27.

Data— 30.5.1991.

NOTICE,

1. Mr, Srikanta Bhatterjee. Advocatea.
2, Mr. Sankar Prasad Kar.. Agvocate.
Re- T.5. no, 36 of 1983 ‘13t Asstt. Dist. Judge),
Probodh Ch. Paul- Versus- Subhas Ch, Paul.
You are notified that holding of commission sitting
regard valuation and allotment will be held on 7.6.1991
at court premises at about 4,00 P.M.

You are hersby requsstsd to submit your valuation |

and allotment statement (writin if any) on of before the
| SpBl- i Sgrtla date fixed, failing which the commission will be held

exparte.
Thanking you.

T EE;?LSiL&NJ Yours faithfully,
yped by_g;g;ﬁ’f/fgflcq’z' Sd/- Ahindra Sekhar Naskare
dt <§%ﬂ ), Advocate. Commissioner
= ——— ey

[
. —— ¥ |
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Seal of the 1st Asstt. District judge court

at Alipora, 264 parganas, filed on Sth July 1391,

U/C_of Posting. Commissiones, T.S, 36/B3.

1st Asstt,Dist.Judge,Alipore.
9.4.91, at.4,00 P.M. at local.
To

1. Probodh chandra Paul. s/o Satkari Paul, 5p B.T. Roac

Road, Cossipore. Calcutta=- 50.
2. Smt. Ratanmala Ghosh. w/o late Amar Lal. Ghosh.
P.K. Ganguly Road. p.ss Bally, Hourah.
3. Sri Subhas¥s Ch, Paul
4. Ashoke 'Kr. Paul, 6. Dilip Kr. Paul.
7. Dipan Kr, Paul. B. Sisir Kr. Paul.
9. Suchitra Paul, 10 Sujata Paul,
11, Sm. Nilima Paul .12, Sumitra Paul.

All of 50, B.T. Road. Cossiporas.
Calcut ta- 50,

12. Post Card only.

sfdp. Stamp.
20+ ps

Mﬁf"j}r%.Ju. “;73 ‘

Sl
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Seal of the 1st Asstt, Bist. Judge. at Alipors,
24 Parganas, filed on 5th July 1991.
r District- 24 Parganas. (South). p|
In the Court of the 1st Assistant District Judge at Hlipur,
Title suit no,_36 of 1983, 3
i Sri Prabodh Chandra Paul & others....Plainti ffs- -Versus =
)
{

Sri Subhas Chandra Paul & others...Defendants,

| The humblse petition of the plaintiff no. 1
in the suit,
Most Respectfully Sheweth :-

1. That 18,5.1991 is fixed for sitting in respect of

valuation and allotments in the above suit before the

Learned Commissioner.

2. That the suit property ie an ancaestral property and

one Amrita Moni Dassi was the owner of the said property
being 1ying and situats at 50, B,T. Road. p.s. Cossipore
Cealcutta- 700 050 and the parties are the legal heirs

Y and successors, That the suit property measuring an

\ | %Li/'araa of only 3 cottahs land, mors or less with partly |s

I
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2
partly two storied very old structure which is within the
Calcutta Municipal Corparation.
3. In the preliminary decree it is declared that the 3
plaintiffa have 1/2 share in the suit property and the 3

(page. 2) Commissioner was appointed accordingly. The )

8 plaintiff no. 2 with the collusion of defendants allegedly

transferraed her portion of the suit properties to the
defendants as such the same on considegring, the Learned
Commissioner is to allott the persons who are residing

in the premises and the plaintiff no. 1 is ready to
purchase the e‘mara of plaintiff no. 2 or to pay the owsbty
owelty money to the parties, who purchase the sams i,e.
ghare of the defendant no. 2.

4, That th#&, suit property is west facing to the B.T. Road
and the plaintiff no. 1 from the time of his father with
his family are occupying the major portion in the western
side of the property and are living there with his family,
Plaintiff No. 2 is raesiding in her fathers in law housas

at P.K. Ganguly and. P.S. Bally, District Howrah. In

fact western side ground floor that the plalntiff no.

2 Ho—_ | y




3

no. 1 and his family are occupylng the ground pucca
building and one room in the firat floor are occupying
by the defendants in the first floorTe

In the eastern side portion, there is one room
occupied by the plaintiff no. 1 with a kitchen and store
room and another room is occupied by the defendants which
ja without Toof. The property cannot be partitioned in
two halfs by southern half and norther half and it is
only possible to make partition by allotment eastern and
western half otherwise there cannot be sanctioned of plan
f as per Calcutta Municipal Corporation rules. (page. 8)

\ Your petitioner had made various improvements in

portion of the disputed property to the plaintiff no. 1
a0 that their family can reside on the part of suit land
by obtaining sanction plan,

5. So far valuation is concerned, your petitioner and

the defendants made p&ég—praviuualy a valuation of the

} L//////’f properties at fs. 1,24,940/- only and your petitioner
=

accepted the said valuation and valuation of the land

?%\

3

the westarn side and he prays for allotmant of the uestern
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4
the land in wastern portion 1is valusd at

cottah and eastern portion valued at F. 25,000/=- csr

cottah and the totel valuation of structures i,s. pucca

building is . 50/- per sq.ft. and tile shed Tocs is .

§

=, 35,000/- p=T

3

30/- + R. 20/- per sq. ft. considering the depression value

Your petitioner prays for accepting the
allotment and valuation stated abovs.
And the plaintiff, as in duty bound, shall ever praye.

Verificetion.

[ ——

I do hereby declare and say that the statemsnts made
above are &ll true to my knowledgs and submission. 1
sign this verirication on 17.5.1991.

sd/=- Probodh Chandra Paul. - .

Seal of the 1st Rsstt, Dist. Judgs court

at Alipore, 24 parganas, filed on 5th

July_1991.
Typed by “E;?- :S\ﬁﬂug' -
ot Qo |A 3 [ |
BCE
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Aaslt. District Judge aourt at

daul of Lhae 1at
filed on GLh July 1997,

Alipore, 24 Parganan,
Distriot= 24 Pargnanas. )
rt of the Firat Aanlb. Distrioct Ju

L
Y|

ydge at Allpore

In the Cou
pragent= 9rl K. ﬂ
|
Title sult no._36_of 1903 |

pul & othern. =\ arnun-
[]

p. Dutla. Judge. f
9r4 Probodh Ch. P ’

4rf Subhse Ch. Peul & alherne.

Ordar no. 20 dh.”gzg.UG.

This in o null for partitlon and injunctlon.

Doreaft of detalls, the pleintiffs cane s that the sult

y originally bulonged Lo one Durga Charan Jur

var of the plaintiffe purahgsed the
|

praopart

Paternal grand motl

pue from him nn Lok as 30 yoara wago. The nald paternal

I
grand mother dled lasving tuo ponn gatkurl snd Kanllcharan ;
\

uho had 1/2 ahars emch 10 the suit properties. Thae t

pleintiff in the son of (page. 2) s tho aona of Satkarl

hie widou plaintiff. The pleintiff 1 and H

who disd leaving
- li‘
2, Ha W and hin alster are sntitled to the sharu of !

Satkari. Their unole had aleo expired ALl the d!fﬂﬂdgntu;a

Al 40
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defondonta no. 1 to B aro the legel holrs of Kallcharan.

ihu suit properties are in joint possesslon. Tho plffa.
requasted the defondants for partition, but no encouraging :
response was rocelved and hence the auit. ahs

The suit is heard euﬁartn. The plaintiff no. 1

has examined himself to prove the case. He has given a

oral account of the genseralogical trees of the family [ {
stock. The plaintiff has relied upon the 30 years old
dead which wvas in his custody: The deed is marked ext. 1.
The plaintiff has produced the death certificate of the
father ext. 2. Municipal taxes receipt ext. 3 and 3(a).
The defendents did not contest the suit although thay al
filed a written atatement. In para 10 of the W.S, it is
stated that the plaintiffs suit may be decreed withaut
saddling the defendants with any costa. In para 6 of the
W,S, the averment made U.e.f. paras 1 to 5 of the pLPF.

have been admitted giving rise to the admission of the }t

plaintiffs claim that they jointly get (page. 3) get 1/2 e

-

share of the suit properties deacribed in the pl aint

—

schedule .In this view of the matter the auit stands ) des
provad exparte, :

a3 SO
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3
C.F. paid 18 correct.

Hence,
[]rdarud.

That the sult be and the sawe {s hareby decread exzparte .
is preliminary form, but » without any costs in the
circumatances of the case. The plaintifr do gat a decres

for partition in preliminary form in respect of 1/2 share | :
in the suit properties deacribed in the plaint schadule,

The parties are directed to effect partition in respect

of the suit properties amicably according to thdr respdct 3.
respective shares within three montha hence failing which

any of the party shall be at libsrty to apply to this court®l
for appaointing a partition commissioner in raspect of tha

suit proparty by meats and bounde for the purpose of final’
decree and on the basis of recommendation of allotment

of shara as may be made by the partjtion CQGq}ssinner. The

order bearing no. 2 dated 23.2.83 directing both tha ut
parties to maintain statusquo b he
BEniaind xnd q y preserving the suit
corrected by me. property as it vas on that date, shall continue till the 7
Sd/=- K.P.Dutta. ? (m
A'ﬂ’tt.nr]. Matter 1is finally diapaﬂal of a dez
~. Tyeed by —< 5 o 8 $d/- K.P .Dutta. 3.9 ,86.
W s _Lcc,;‘_{_g- 9= ! Asztt.D.].
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Seal of the 1st Asstt, Dist. Judge court at

Alipore, 24 Parggnas, filed on 5th July 1991.

High Court Form No. (J) 26.

Decres in Original suit. "
ana
(Order 20, Rules 6 and 7, Code of Civil Procedurs).

District— 24 Parganas
In the first court of the Asstt. District Judge at Alipore

Title suit no. 36 of 1983.

1. Sri Probodh Ch. Paul s/o late Satkari Paul, residing
at S0, B.T.Road. p.s. Cossipore. Calcuttz-= 50. District
24 Parganas,
al

2. Smt. Ratanmala Ghosh w/o late Rmar Lal Ghosh residing
at P.K. Ganguly Road, P.S. Bally, District Howrah, .Plffs.

-Versus- . '
1. Sri Subhash ch, Paul. 2. Spi Rsoke Kumar Paul. 3. Sri

Dilip Kr. Paul. 4, Sri Dipak Kr. Paul. 5. Sri Sisir Krs

Paul. 6. Kumari Suchitra Paul. 7. Kumari Sujata Pal. '
8, Kumari Sumitra Paul. 9, Smt, Nilima Paul, pe
Nos. 1 to 5 are aasy, 0 sons n ’
08. 5 to 8 are
daughters and no. 9 is the vwife of 1t. Bijan Behari p ane
ST g Paul.

.



M,
T}
e — ..a"-‘

A"

._ rey o —
T A
= nmrir gl por- N, .?,‘HL.‘.:--‘-A#

g
W

2

All residing at 50 B.T. Road. Cossipore, Calcutta- 50.
District- 24 Parganas.
10. Smt. Minu Benerjee, daughters of late Tarak Nath

Ghosh residing st Kali Banerjee Lane, Hourah, P.S. Hourah.

oooDﬂ fendants.
Claim for= Suit for partition snd injunction vabued at

R, 1,10,010/-.
Schgggla-

All that place and parcel of 3 cottahs, land vith two
storied building lying and situate at 50, B.T.Road. P.S.
Cosspora. Calcutta- 50,

This suit coming on this day for final dispeosal
before Sri K. P. Dutta, Asstt. Pist. Judge Tat Court,
Alipore in the preasence of Sri Bimal Chandra Nayak for

the plaintiff and of none for the defendants.

e R—

It is ordered and decreed that the suit be and the }
i i
\

same is hereby decreed exparte in preliminary form, but

vithout any costs in the circumstances of the case. The

i
plaintiff do get a decree for partition in preliminary E
i

_form in respect of !
| P of 1/2 share in the syit properties dear



