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Sir,

f~ . bivt the honour to estnte that ¢
': ! 3 ;“9.193'? 1 submitted gy report o
f* % a% otmente of ¥ immovesole proper
}. tiee .Harpafter 1 o mpli-pnee wit
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Subse quent tp the f1ling or the satd two Yeporte datag
20.9.37 nnq 1?7. 12, 37, the orurg WA8 plansed to Y88 orgd

8 on 4.1.38 that finnal decres 1oy Perilcio, ugi e unde
¥

whioh would forg PRTL of deores, On 14.1.38 r 2 ceticigr
28 Tiled by the Ghen Plaintyre Re jobaly Feg} Prsying for
recunsidaratzan of the order of 4.1,.38 «n 15.1.38 the ¢ o
wes pl zseq to voiente the order deteq 4.1.38 as the coumt -

R8loner haq not then completed the Work and the Colmissl or ¢

Q0UBe 28 denfreq °¥ the pa.tieg np the joint Pebition £1ieq
on 14.1.34,

In complinange With the dirtutlana-givun °n 15.1.38 1 m. de
demaraatinna ef the ®“llotmente in the resldantianl huudm&i
2nd iand dna deliversqd Peesession g the parcies «The partyq
granteg feceiptes of teking dalivary of Posseesipg &nd the
berriies filag o Joeint P8EiLioy gp 15.7.38 nsknuwledging
Tecelipt o7 Poasasston of Lhei» T'espacty ve Shnres 1n the
Ahcestrnl ﬁwalling house ,op 30.7.38 the deliw Y of poss -

“88lon on the beasig op the Joint ERXtEyny Petltin: dateq
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on the spot and put the partise in poeBesslion Sh-reosl.
After heoring the plesders of the pRr . ieg and the commissf
-oner the court was pleassd to allow the Prayer on thet '
date f.e. 21.9.38. |
In complience with the sald direotious as #BT oryer
dated 21.9.38 I mede demarcations on the spot of th: aifcel
rant =llot .ente relating to different properties as eteatal
below. _
(t) Fremises no 132 South Sinthi rosd .
Demercation of the sllotomente of tie parties we: wmade on
the spot .On 8.11.38 and 11.11.38 «S1nee them the pertiess
enjoved thair respective allotuents .*¢ may be noted here
thet the allotments made in favour of the then pleinti ff |
late Sajobelh Yesi we. e 80ld under orders of the court. The
proesent defendant Atul Kr{shna De g éhatl the then ﬂeflndaé
Bo 1 subseguently sold one of the two lots of land ineludin
the tank obteined by him in his allotment .Fishes in the
8aid “tenk at 132 South Binthi romd premises pere erught in
My presence and portions of those fishes yere gold and sale
rrogeeds divided amongst the partles according to their
respectivs shares and the said Atul Krieshne Das Phati took
his share of the fishes in kind and again threy them inthe
eald tenk at 232 south Sinthi roed as the =ame gomprised
In his sllotment , Stnge the precent p.iaintiff kartick ghan
dra Das Ghati the then defendant no 2 has been

enjoying
ik =
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the po-tion allotted to him and Atud Krishna Dee Chatl hes
baan enjoying the remasining portion sllstted to him .lhe
entire area allotted to Rajobala Desi the then plaintiff
wae s8old and nothing mow remsined in her share nere at 132
south sinthree road premises.

In this conneotion it mey be noted that the defendent Atul
Krishne Das Ghati filed a petition dated 15/2/56 preying

for opommissuon wodk Denovo and the plaintiff kertick ochand

-,

=r*n Dne Chatl filed s petitiou of objeation amgeinet the
seld petition of the defendant, .The gourt heard & ¢ -Tue
inwyers of both sides at lengfth and the court unhZ:!t.ﬂ?
directed the Commissioner to procecd with the remeining
part of his work in the light of devolutions by death
happening Elnuﬁ efter the pessing of the preliminary decred
observing that there was no cese Torreopening matters alre
dy onneluded and formally given effeet to b, the parties.
Though question was reilsed by the defendant . do not see
&ny reaeon to disturb the sllotment cbte ined by the pliy
kartick ohendra Dae Ghatl and Atul Erishne Dee Ghatl the
defendans who are in exelusive posseseiou of thelr raupent:
ellotments .So far as this property 1= coucerned the pre-
vious esliotmente obteined by kerick cheandra Das Fhetl andi
Atul kzishna Dee Ghati stend, snd I do now riﬁd eny resscn

te interfere there. i

(:)Premlsaa no 5 subseguently numbered ae 3/1 Sentrapers ji

il
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Leme wre divided inte two portions of which the ersyern
portion wae allotted to the then pleintiff Rejobela

Deesl #ince decensed. The western pertion was mllotted

to Atul krishna Das chatl then defeundent uo 1 , Demearcetliol
of the esl d two portions wee made by me on 13.11.38 .There
after the =llotment cbtained by Rajo beln Dasi wee sold
under orders of the court. The ellotment obteined by Auvul
kpishne Dee Ghatl wes slso subse uently sold by him.
Therefore nothing remaine To be doue relat.i.g Tothis pro-

perty.

(:)gremluﬁs ne 1/1 Sentrepere lane . Thie wee th dorthary

half portion of & t ank belonging to
thern helf portion of the seid tank
time of the father of the pleintiff

g lepsa from the owner of the s=1d

the parties . The sou-
was possesced esince th

and the defeandeant unde

-outhern portion.

The premises no 1/1 Sen'repare lene was allotlted to kart

chen ra Des Ghatl .Fishee of the seld tenk were caugh%® in
my precence on 2.5.39 and divided emcngst the parties aceo:
dirg %o their respective shares. Fishes obteined by the
then pletintiff in her share were remcved and kept sgein in
th & tank st 4 sentrapars lene and fiehes obleined by Atu
Krishng Dee Chavl in hils share were Taken To the bBenk st
132 South Sinthi 2oad which tank he obteined in his allot

zent of the said 132 eouth sinthi roed. The guentity of

Tishes obtained by kartick chendra Dge ghati in his shere |
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the tank at 1/1 Seatrapare lane
which tenk he obte ined &n his allotment .Threfore the

allotment of 1/1 Sentrapars laneetends in the share of

wvon tanks lane (plen 1).

Thie is a plot of

@ with e tank which covere the mejor

my l-=st report dated EG-W

j portion of the plot &

5 17.12.37 this pro was allotted to the shore ‘
L e Dnsl unthnm.ijiéﬁ_' intiff and the defendent. The :
: :a;¥ ares of tﬁhlf-- s gonsi ably ed

the exosion of the banke ank. 1 erty lef
5 the mother of the parties two egual
ja eheres. Therefore the property has to be pertitioned betwes:
f the pleintiff end the @efdndasnt .Sittinge were held for the

purpose and submisesion® were made by the parties on valua
tion and allotment whigh ere oconeidered by me rs below.

The aree of this premises is 13k lch 6 sqft . The pifg
suggeeted that the velustion of this property should be now
wede et Rs 150/ per katta, while the leer:sed plsader for
the defendent supmitted thet his c¢lient would stick to the |

0ld valuvation as pocepted bty the commissioner in his

report dated 20.9.37.
“rom my lset report dated 20.9.37 1t eppeare thet there
were 23 trees on the esald premises whigh vere valued =t

285/ each amounting to Bs 115/ . Now 1%t eppears that there
- '?- |_

8re only 5 trees at pResent .Wnen 18 ¥rees are not new
r r T = ik, Ll i ‘e L T b T
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in existence the veluation of those 18 trees i to be dedue
ted from the velustion of tris ¢roperty and as suoh the !
vnluetion of the existing 5 trees 18 now fixed at 3e33/ on 1y
A€ to valuetion of tl' lend the learnsd pleader for the ﬂ
defendsanv insisted on the old valuation while the piff mnnt-i
to velve if at Re 150/ per kstte. X |
The waluetion wes made by me twenty yeeres sgo and with the
developnén® of the ares in generni the valustion of lend hII
inereerced 1in genersl, But this property is prroticrlly e '
tank without substential land on three sides and » sBrip
{5 found on the northernm side. This Property hee got only
g8 &' wlde pesesnge Tor nceess to the corporation road. Ssl 1
think that the suggestton wuade on behalf of the uefendant :
for veluing the Froperty es it wss galued by me in my raport1
inted 20.9.37 mey be acaepted and the wvaliuetion Should not
beé lneressed e submitted by the plff . The val.ation ofimnd |
aud tenk ees noted 1in oy sald report deted 20.u.3% ie thus 1
sceepted by me end Lt smounts to Hs 1658/0/11p and the velue
tion of the existing 5 trees fmountiLg to fsZu/ 1e mdded to
1t. The %otrl veluation thus comes to Re 1684/0/11p

As to nllotment ;-

4

The platrt11f susgested that this property should be fllott
ed to one of the parties. The defendnnte learned pleader
suggreted thet this property should be partit:oned intwo

€qual portione in velue by extending the seid &' wide ¢o.L..on

. |
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-‘ Therefore I do not .-
for enjoyment to divie :
and as such this propgerty

two parties. ¥

This property 1m its %rutx is nllotted co ths Mm
st the mbove rusntinnu&ahluatlnn of Rs 1624/0/11p on thise

acoount the pieintiff ﬁil get owelity of Re 842/0/54p ?h
property 12 snown in pm no i.

@ Premises no 152{

g 2 plot ﬂf

[ 49) Kelieharsn Ghosh road (p

"-';- ling_tr.e Eouthern helf of Euldfn"

¥ision 1 of ranohennagrem .The nor

-
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e
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partitioned snd divided
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essed and Atul krishne Das Guati

then ddefendant no

"'.rtiuk chandra Dasf Ghati

defendant no 2.0n sub
the parties filed joli
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Accordingly I executey

report on 17. the unﬂf
following effegt - no:
report Iet final luu

terme of the commissio

“.'
tu} pertition be muade and drllﬁ LY

“ 8 repodt end plan which will 4
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part of the decree.

D 14.1.38 the plaintlff fiied = petition praying for :
reconeideration of the ©rder dated 4.1 38 on The ground *ff
epme other works of the oommr haed no% them been oo mpl:ttl..i
Cn 15.1 38 the order li*ld 4.1.38 wes vpoated and the ot o
waes directed to npmflqig hie work . Thereafter on the }u;

petition of the purti;l» .

demarcetion Wef the Ellﬂjﬂl#:,

of 4 Santrs pareslane ;i Mises was done and poeseeseion .i‘ :

dellygered to the :iﬂhlnh wes gonfirmed by the 'éizﬁf

88 per order no G1. 8

e oy PR v S
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fpr directing the 10

of the parties on thas bot and put the perties {n possessip
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D_2830,
/In accordance with the order
demsrcation work of 40 (now 152) Kalichar
was made by me on the spot on different dates ani

HG.!E dltﬂd 21! El :ﬁ t-“
an Ghosh Hoad

premises

the work of demareation was complated on 12. Ze 50. Ther
after the then plaintiff Rajo Bala Dasl realised rents

of the southern portions as allotted to her. The them d&
fen@ant No.l Atul Krishtna Das Ghati thereafter made a il
of = portion of land out of his nl.glutnunt in favour of
tis deughter. The then defendant No.2 Eartick Chandra Dt!

Ghati slso made a gift of a portion out of ris allotment
in favour of his daughter.
N \ It appears that the then plaintiff Rajotaela Das i, atu
Krishna Dus Ghati defendant No.l .nd Kairtick Chandra Das
Ghati defendant No.2 possessed and enjoyed thair respec
ive allotments separately in a:cordance with the demar=
cation ma e of their respective allotments. In the lip
?1' the order dated 28. 5. 57 I consider the ratter of
ment betwean Atul Erishna Das Ghati nnd Kartick Ch:ndra
: ghati! already concluded and riven sffect to by the
I sald Atul Erishna Das Ghat!i cdefendant and Kartick Chandre
Das Chati plaintiff, The half ghare allott=d to Rajobal:

Dasl mother of the present parties as possessad by her 1

to he partitioned between her two sous the plaintiff snd

/ tie defendants.
The sald Atul Krishna Das Ghatl formerly defendant No

and now the sele defendant attended recent sittlngs helé
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on 27. 8. 57 with his pleadar 8ri Bejoy Krishna Das., Sute

missions made by Sri Bejoy Krishna Das pleader for the defe
=dants wers recorded in my commission proceedings to the
affect that the southern which was allotted to the mother
of the parties would now be divided half and hslf hetween
Kartick Chandra Das Ghati P1ff. and Atul Erishna Das Ghat;
F1ff. snd Atvl Krishna Das Ghatl defdt. and that his elient
did not like to make any chagge about the valuation. s

to allotment the learned pleader consilted h:l.-: elisnt and . .
as instructed he made suggestion that the entire southern
should be divided half snd half by a line drawn from sast
™o west from the Corporation Road viz. Kalicharan Ghosh
Hosd on ths east up to the western boundary line of the
premises and that the southern shoild be allotted to him
and that the common passage of the width of 16 should he
kept common between tie plff, and the defdt. as 1t 1s and
that both the plff, nd the defdt. should have e-usl right
title and interest and easements over the sald common
passage.

The plff, agreed tc take the northern half portion having
frontage on Kallcharan Ghosh Road divided half and hal f '
and the land being divided half and half as sug ested by
the defendant and it was accordingly noted in my miuicn.'
proceedings,

At this stage the defendant sl Erishna Das Ghati apain 3

Eava-lnatmnt:la. - pleader to say that by his above
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=13, suggestion of allotment he could not get the advantape of

the 16' wide common passage as the plaintiff would ret and
his learned pleader submitted that as instructed bty his
client he wanted to maks the following modification in
continuation of his former suggestion of allotment. BHe
suggested that the 16' wide commonh passge might be shifted
tcwards ‘he south in between the two halves of the mother's
said southern allotment. He further au'tnittad_ that if tk
sald common passage were shifted as then subsaguently -3
suggested the plaintiff would get egual advantage of the
sald common passge when the defendant was taking the
southern half,

To this the plainti & sulmitted that he had objection
to the shifting of the common passare as then sugrested
by the defendant on the ground that he had alreadv trans-
Terred by a deed of gift of = kattas of land in favour of
hls daughter showing the said 16' wide common rascare as |
the passage to and from the ssid gifted plot of land and
as such the sald passage could not be cnanged by him which

would interfere with the right of passare of the sald plot
of 2 kattas and the sald plot would then have no passage ]
at all.

The learned pleader for the defendant wanted to have 11}
it on record that the defendant had also made a gify of

2 kattas of land in favour of his daughter on t'e sald

Kall Charan Ghosh Boad out of his allotment of 4 k. 2ch.

S b o A w—




of application for

Date fixed for notifving ] Diate of delivery of the Date on which the e of making o

the copy. the requisite number of fequisite stamps copy was ready the copy 1o the
slampi and lalios ard lolios. for dulivery apphcant
= — —
e
])- 14,

construetion or taken possessicn : f the 1add.
The learned pleader for the defendant further made a
third alternative suggestion that is to say that the

i
24¢ sft. and in neither case the donees had made any l
}
!

common passage might be kept as 1t was and the entire pnr-:
tion to the south of the common passage might he allotted |
to his client and the entire northern portion to the north
of the sald common passage might be :i.}lattad to the plff. '
and the defdt, in that ¢ase would ma‘e arrang:-mt for .
reccnveyance of the area of 2 kattas plot by his daughter.
Tc thls suggestion the plff, objected,

The plff. pointed cut that in the mother's said ﬂoﬁ*
allotment there are corrugated iron sheds tuilt by the |
mother wit h money received from the estate and that thu-]
structures should be valued and the valuation thereof 1

should be teken into consideration at the time of allotment
The defendant agreed to have the sald structur-s valued
and that the valuation might be tal‘en into consideration

at the time of allotment,

4s to valuation of the structures at 152 (old 40) Eald

Charan Ghosh Road, the learned pleader for tie defendant
sutmitted that the sald structures might be valued by the
Commissioner and he left it to the diseretion of the

Ccmmissioner.,

As I had to value the structures I intended to have t

structures inspected. Accordingly I held a sitting on
%--—*‘*—ﬁ_ﬂ-—- T R —
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1. 5. 58 and held inspection of the structures and took
measurements of the same and the boundary lines with
reference to the structures, The sald structures are sho
on the plan on which allotments are marked out.

The plaintiff has not given any valuation of the sald
stmiectures, The defendant has left it to the discretion
of the commissioner. .

Accordingly the valuation of ‘tha' sald C.Il.structures
made by me as belows "

There are five bed rooms with C.I.,rocf, There are
brick walls upto an average height of 1' &" over which
walls are » ade of mud with chittz, The plinths are also
pucea. JFloors are cemented, There are covered veranda
on the south and the west in the inner portion. There
are one cookshed and another outhouse. The yard is also
pucca and cemen ®d., There is one service privy and there
is a bvath room with a water reservolir.

The areas of the bed rooms are: €84 sft.valued at B.€9
The areas of the covered verandahs are:326 sft.valued atpl
Tha areas of the cookshed and another out-house

ee== 160 sft. valued at ----ﬁan;'ji

Sarvice privy, bath room with water reservoir:valuedat h.d

Pucca yard » BeS
Totals e 1074/=,

The total wvaluation of the C.l.quarters including the serv
-9
privy, water resérvoir, bath room etc.comes to W.1074/=

—
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-16, Thlis southern portion to the south of the 16' wide come

mon passage was allotted to the then plff.Ra'olala Das! and
the portion is now to be divided half and half betuean the
plff, and the defdt.

is %o valuation of the land this portion of land wss
valued in two bills. The first belt was up to a depth of
ft. from Xali Charan Chosh Road and the rest of the back
land constituted the 2nd belt., The first belt was valued
at B.500/-per kktta and the second belt was valued at
e 280/= per katta. The front belt upto a depth of 46'6"
+as allotted to Rajobala Dasi in her saleahle 4+ share. The
remaining portion of the front belt was added to the bae+
belt land and allotted to her other 1 share in my report
dated 20. ®. 37. According to the joint petition of the
partics the 12' wide passage was widened into 16' uide
passags and 2' wide land from each side was ta-en out
for the sald common passage and this was done in.m‘ subse=
quent report dated 17. 12. 19a37. :

After deduction of the area for the widening of the
pessage the area now remalns in the saleable 4 share of Re E
Rajobala Dasi 1s 4k 13 ch. 30 sft., and Bk 6 ch. 114 sft. r
remains in the other 4 share of the said Ragobala Dasi sine |
deceased. \

In recent sittings for valuation and allotment cf the
sald two sllotments left by the said Rajobala Das! and
inherited by the plaintif’® and the defendant, 1t was

i submi tted




apphication foe Date fised for notifving | Date of delivery of the Dhate an which the Date of making over

the copy the requisite number of tequisite stamg copy was fosdy the copy 1o the
stamps and folion and folios for delivery. applicant
-‘?-
j SLaR sulmitted on behalf of the defendant that he might be

allotted the southern half portion including the said C.I.
structures ete., and that the valuation of the land might
be taken as 1t w as taken at the time of the last reports

i.e. 20. 8. 37 and 17. 12. 37 and that the valuation of

the existing structurss might be decided by the commission
=T according to hls discretion. The plaintiff agreed to
the suggestion of the defendant as to valuatioq of the .
structures and land and also agreed tc the sugrestiom of ~
allotment that 1s to say he agreed to take the northem ;
half of the land and the southern half might be sllotted
to the defendant with t!e structurss thereon.

W hen the suggestion of the defendant was accep ted by
the plaintiff and noted down in my commission proceedings
the defendant through his pleader made sugrestions for
shifting the aforesaid 16' wide passage in hatwntn the
half portion of these two mllotments and in that casze too
the southern half portion might be allotted to the defds. |
The plff. objected to the sald sugg=stion as al “eady noted l

bafore,
Under the cireumstances I think that the suestion cf

shifting of the said 96' wide common passaze cannot arise E
at this stage as a third party has already acoulr-d intersst,
in 1t and that the r
b, > the portions inh -;

artition should now be restricted te

@ by the parties as heirs of their

deceased mother & 14 Rajobals Das 1.

i »

F . - a LR
e et gy -

s entire southern portion of
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the sald premises in her salealle § share und other $ share,
Though the mother ot the front allotment in her sales'le |

=18, 1 share this allotment wss not s0'd as we all the parties
by petitions expressed their unwillingness to the sazle of
this saleable ¢ share and according to the wishes of all
the parties this portion has not been sold.

Now both this saleahl 4 share and the other share
allotted to the mother are now ta en up for partition by
mates and tounds between -the plaintiff and the defendant.
The structures are mainly situatsd in the front allotment
and the service privy and the bath room have fallen in the
back allotment. In considering the guestion of the allote
ment I have to discuss the respec'ive sugrestions rade en
behalf of the plaintlff as well as on tehalf of the defend-
ant as belows

The plainti ff's suggestion 1s that he is agreeable to
take the northern half portion according to the proportion=
ate valuation of the entire x area of the land snd that thal
frontege on Kallcharn Ghosh Road should be divided half

| and half. If the sugrestion cof division of the frontage

by two egual halves be accerted the tire of division runs
over and through the structures and in that case ‘he
structures have to be dismantled. The defendant in all tha'
sittings wanted to take the structures in his sllotment. |
1f the partition line be drawn over the structures the

sald  structures will be of very l1ittle value and use, I

i S p—
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thin} the structures should not be dismantled and they sho
be allotted in their present usuahtle condition. In that
view of the case the southern portion including the
structures us tley are allotted to the defendant Atul Erishng
Das Ghati.

The porticn of land covered by the structures is .'

allotted tc the defendant at the old valuation i.e. at the |
rate of Me500/- rer katta. In my last Teport dated 20.9.37 |
the front belt land wa: valued at B .500/- per k;ttu snd the
lsnd of the secons hel tiwas valued at B 250/~ per katta, i
The total area «f the 1st belt was 5 k. 0 ehi, 15 sft. and
tie valuation theredf was Bs.2510-6-8,

F r widening of the passare 120 sft. i.e. 2ch.30 sft.
is taken from tre front southern helt land. After deduction
of the said area of 2 ch, 30 sft. fron ti'e front belt land
of 5K, O ch, 15 sft. the balance of land rerains -4r. 13 chf
30 sft, The plaintiff is entitled tc et alf of 4k. 13 ch,
30 sft, which is 2%, € eh, 37 sft, and the defendant will 'm
also get the equal area of 2k 6 ch, 37% sft. The defendant ,ﬁg
has ot in the allotment here 2 k. 15 ch, 9 sft. and the 1
plaintlff h s got 1 ke 14 c¢h. A sft, The valvaticon of the |
defendant's allotment is R« 1875/=« The area obtained by 51
the plff. being -1 K 34 ch. 21 sft. the valuation thereof
comes to B.952-1 ‘Therefore t e plaintiff is entitled

8 B 2fleT=4 widch 18 short of half

i
- -

to get the balar
of t e valuatior io7wl-4p. and the plff., aving
ol " — e . ﬂht.mh—-&-.—-
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obtained land of the vglue of Bie 475/« has ot WelCleTmd
in excess of his half share on this account,

The valuation of tie back allotment @ %:,250/- per &
katta amounts to Rs.1398-7as. and t' e area of this gllotment
was 5 k © ch. 22¢ sft. For widening of the commen passage
from 12' to 1€' an area of 3 ch. 11 sft. of land was ta | en
out ofthis baeck allotment as contalned in my report dated | |
17« 12. 37 and thereafter the area mmains to be 5 k.6 eh, f.l
11} sfte which 1s now to be divided half and half between |1
the plalntiff and the defdt. In eachh half of the said

b
of 8k. € ch, 11} sft. the area is 2 ¥k 11 ch, 8 sft, which |
i
@ac” of tle parties is entitled to get. &

As o allotment of the back belt land the defendant ?J'
sutmitted that he should be allotted the southern portion L
of this back belt land in continuation of the portion whieh pr
may be allotted to him from the front belt land which 1
should include the C.I. structures 1yving in the front belt f
land. The plaintify wanted tie half of the front allotment fru;
the frontage on the sagid Kalicharan Ghogh Rogd helng eouallynent
divided. If the frontage hedivided half and half 1t will

pass over t e C,I, structures and the C.I. structures 4ir

be divided according to said line of partition ths » rat
souifern portion bteing allotted ‘o the defendant and tie nt &
northern portion accom Dg to t at line cof allotment being t.
allotted to the pl , the value of the szid structures hult;
:'- practically tre gaigd eﬂ:r'm:i:tn*----_+ 1 ki

will be greatly im

& Ld



y JET e

: - application for Date fixed for notifving Diate of delivery of the Date on which the \ Date of making over

i iite number requinite opy was ready the copy 1o the

_lh.* o .hm and mﬂ:u{' and Iuﬂmln i for delivery. applicant
=1l=

it reasonable to allot ‘he entire C,I., structurss to the
::- 2l defendant whe has all through expressed his eagsrness to
| get the s:dd Cul. ~tructures in itis allctwent. In so allo®
ting the area has come to be 2 k. 15 ¢!, 9 sft, =nd the
veluation theredf has come to be m.1476/-. But in half i
share of this portion the defenddnt is ntitled o 1747% lfg
i.e. 2k 6 eh. 3’?‘:?!’1:-. which 43 valued at B.121/=8-8p.

and as such m.261-7=4 appears to hsve been in excess of
his half ahnru.. f
T think that‘w:_r Intiff who has got in the fremt

portion of the property of his half share by the suif
amount of k.26l=7=4p, s'ould be given land of tie value nf;
that amount of K.261-7-4p. from the back belt land in contd
nuation of the sllotment he has obtained in tte front pore
tion. The valuatlon of t e buck belt land 1s f ."50/= per
katia and for this amount of ,26l-7-4 the plaintiff will

-

i 1% 0 eh, 33 sft. and this ares is piven to the plaintiff
Just in continuation of his allotment by drawing a line from
north to scuth upon tha land of the back southern allotment
which the moffther since deceased got in her allotment.

The area of the back helt land in Rajobala Dasi's
share is 5t 6 eh, 114 sft., The Plaintiff 41s entitled to ret
2 X 11 ch, 8 sft. in his half share so zlsoc the defendant 4
his other half share is entitled to pet 2k 11 ch., & sft.

According to the previous allotment of the front belt!

land the ﬂﬂfm&fﬂ glve te plaintiff an area of 1 .k‘
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1 k =0=33 sft. of land fror the lan whic’ tle defendant
1s entitled to mt in his share of thdis tack btelt land,
Therefore the plaintiff will get 3 k 11 ch. 3¢} sft. and
the defendant will get 1k 0ech., 174 sft. wiich will ‘e
wqual to 5 6 ch, 11§ sft, i.e. the area divided.

Now as to allotment of this back belt land I have
considered ti'e suggestions made on behalf of the plaintiff
as well as on behalf of the defendant. The plaintiff
all through has wanted his half share of the lamd dividing
the road frontage in two equal halves and he agreed to |
the northern hal? portidENOP ¢ ¢ froot as well as the
belt land and he agreed that the southern half portion ¢
land mig t be allotted to t'e defendsnt which miglt imolmé
tie C,I. structures. But I have observed that if the
of partition be fixed by a line drawn in the middle from ..
east to west the structurss would have to be dismantled. |
8o I ave allotted the entire structures to tie defendant
as wanted by him. Now if the back belt land be dlvided
falf and helf by drawing a line from east to west after seft
setting apart the sald area of 1 ¥ O ch, 33 sfti. in the x
share of the plaintiff, the area remaining in the share 1
of the defendant will be 1 ¥ 10 ch. 17 sft. and the said |
area 1f given to the defendant in continuatlon of his allnb;il
ment of the front belt 1;;11:1 will be a strip of lan: and .

w111 have nc conneetion  the corporation rosd or the &'

wide common passage and consecuently the defendant will

A Fne
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have to use in that case thesald areas of 1 k. 10 ch,17 sft
coming and going over the land obtainaed by !m in t' e front
belt land and practieally such a strip cf land cannct be
convenlently utilised for bullding pirposes. The sugrestic
made on behalf of the defendant does not seem to me to 'ave :
heen made after consideration of tle advantages and dls- :
advantages of the sald proposed allotment. I do not alseo
accept the sug-estion of the plaintiff i.e. to sllot him
the northern half portion to him dividing the roed frontage.
on Kalicharan Chosh Rcad 4nto two equal halves up to Jf
western boundary line Mﬁmmm
W ide common passare are enjoyed hrtli M_,* .
defendant thareby does not pet any advantage of the uﬂ ’

pass ge as tie allotment proposed by the defendant himself
does not get any access to the road or the common passage. _
I think t at advantages and dlsadvantases should be
egually shared by both the plaintiff and the defendant who
have got egual rights end rsponsibilities in the properties
under partition. 1 therefore make tre allotments in the
hack belt land according to the best of mvy juilpment as

L v stated below.

The defendant is allotted his 1k 10 ch. 174 sft. from

the westernmost side having frontage on the afores id 6!

wida common passage and the rest of t''e sald beck belt

land is allotted to the plaintiff whereby htoth the plff,and

the defendant get advanta ges of the said common passare

and the snidw eh, E‘L! sft, of land forms' a
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plot whic 1s fit to be utilised as a buildinr plot having

mpolication for L Diste fined lor notifying Date of delivery of the Date on which the l Date of making over

2 '8". frontage on the sald 16' wide common passage.

If the area of 3 k 11 ch, 38} sft. of land were given
to the plaintiff as wanted by him with frontare on t'e s=14d
common passsge he could have two tuilding plots hut by thh
allotment as made above by me the plaintiff does not ;ﬁ' y
tie same and equsl advantages. Still however, he will be :
abtle to utilise the land he is allotted »hile the m
will also be ahle to utilise tid 1land allotted to him :
and in tle interest of equity and wpod cmueimu'l have :
made t'ls allotment without aceepting the different sugpes-
tions on allotments as made on behalf of the plaintiff snd
the defendant as well.

There are C. I. structures with Kachapuces walls and
pucca floors on the south eastern portion of tie said frout
balt land., The land has been allotted to the defendant and
the structures standing therson are also to he allotted to
the defendant. Accordingly, the said C.I.structures, t'e
service privy :nd the tath room witl the water reservoir
are valued at P.1034/= and sllotted to the defendant. The
defendant having obtalned the structures of the value of
%5 «1034/= is liable to pay half of this valuation to the
plaintiff viz . B.Hl7- as owelty money and tie plaintiff
ﬁ@kﬁ will get this sum of Wm.517- as owelty money on account of

the value of the struetures from the defendant,

- 5
- : . |

\I
hﬂ.i
S, 59.
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Kartick Chandra

Now as & result of the allotment made ubove the plaint if'f
gets lund of the aresa of 1k 14 ¢h 21 sft from the gront buelt
1and of the wlue of %852-1-4p and the urea n:.rf the back belt
1and =1lotted to the plaintiff is 3k 1l€h SEE sft and the
valuation therzof is & %b-&-aép. ‘he total area obtsined
under twe belts of land 1s 5K 10Ch 14< sft and the valustion
thereof amounts to lﬂ'l:i-'ié Pe

According to the allotments mude above the defendant gets
from the front belt land om area of 2k 15 ch 9 sft of the
value of % 1475-0-0 and from the back belt land the defendant i
pats an ares of lk 10 ch 1‘ s 2% and the valuation therecd
smounts to ™ 412-6e73p. Bhe total ares obtained under two
belts of land 1s -4k Och Bﬁi s ft and the valuation thlereof
smounts to % 1887-6-73 pe The valuation of the CeJ. structures
sterding on the lend of this allotment is 7 1034-0-0 which
te defendant has been allotted exclusively nd the plaintiff
shall pet his half share of the value of the CeJe structures
as owelty money from the defendant and the said owelly money
amounts to M 517=0=0.

Premises No 4 santrapara Lane (Plan No 3)

This 4s the dwellimg house of the parties. This proparty
wee divided amonst the then plaintiff Rajebala Dasi since
deceased, the present plaint i Kartick Chandrs Das Ghati the
then defendant No 2 e present defendant Atul Krishos Des i
Ghati who was the
tuilding was first _'

t po 1 at that time. The residential
devided between Rajobsls Dasi snd

aorthern portion of the builﬂiﬂd‘

- S
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budlding was allotted to Rajobals Dasi and the Southern portion
of the saild building was allotted to Kartick Chundiu Das Ghati.
The sa1d Atul Krishna Das Ghati did not want say allotment of
the residential tmilding and he was givan hi: % share of

the valuation of residentisl building with land undermesth
partly in cash and partly in land from other porticns of the
sald premises No 4 Santrapara Lane amd slso from premises

No 132 Suthsinthee Road out of the portions obtaimed by
Kartick Chandrs Das Ghatil in his 3 share. .

Aftor submission of my Szid report dated 20.,2.,37 the said
Rajobwls Dusi and Kartick Chendra Das Ghati joimtly filed a
petition for mxkexchinging their respective allotments of the
residentfal tullding snd the sedd petition was allowed by the
Courts In my subsequent report dated 17.12.37 the northern
portion of the residential btuilding wa: alloted to Kuartick
Chandra Das Ghati and the southern portion was sllotted to
Bejobale Dasi and the necessary sdjustments were made in my
said subsequent report dated 17.12¢1957.

In the said Atul Krishna Das Ghati get in his allotsent
& plece of vacant land in 4 Suntrapars Lane whei e he erected
& bullding: for his residence and he is st present residing
in the said building.

Possocsion was delivered to the ssid three parties accoding
“o the demarculion made of their re:spective ullotments sad
the said delivery of possession was confirmed by the court

93 par onde: dntede The parties weore enjoying their wllotments

B R
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allstments since thene On 204101800 the ssid Rejobals Dasi .

died & having her two sons the eaid Atul Krishna Das Ghatd
defendent and Kartick Chendra Des Ghut! plaintiff s pmx her ;l
only heirs. The property left by the suild Rajobals Desi has l
been interested the plaintiff & the defendant in two equal |
<heres, As such the property in 4 Santrapers Lane has Deen
inherited by Atul Krishna Das Ghati and Kartick Chundra Dus |
Ghatd in two equal sheres and 1t will be divided helf wund
helf between the plaintiff znd the dafendante £

For the said p.rpose of partition of the portion owned snd
enjoved by Rajobala Desi and as left by her several sitiings
were held by me to take suggestions of the parties ou
valustion ond allotment. The allotments obtuined Dy Kartick
Chandre Das Ghati and Atul Krishns Das Ghati will remain
asz they are and they will not be disputed or interfered with
by this present sllotmentes

First, I shall deal with the valuation of the property in
4 sntre lane as left by Rejobala Desi and as inherited by
the plaintilf and the defendant.

The plainti ff states that the structures huve uwnde.poue
natural decay in course of 20 years and the valusticn of tlose
structures should be much less thun that &3 was found
4 1037 and he submits.that the valuation should be ™ 700/«
in place of ™ 2710/e. He further sibmits thet the valustion
of the 1snd underneath the structures should be walued at

|
% 400/- in place of & 385/. per kata. q
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The fefendant stutes thut tiie structures should be vealued

st ™ 2710/e &t those structures were valued in 1937.He furibe:
L. stetes that the valustion of the land underneatu Uwsg struciules
should be ™ 325/« per katta as it was valued in 1937.

/ Y My first report was submitted on £0.8.37 and my subsequent
repovt was submitted on 17.12.37. Accordin, to sureement of a1l
the parties the structures were valued at ™ £710/= and land
was valued at B 325/= per katta.

The s«id Rajobala Dasi occupied &k this southern portion
of the ilding and no substantial repairs were dome by her
as result of which the condition of the Rooms mOS 4,0,6 with
veranda: agltached to Rooms 5 and € has become dilapidated and
those rooms have become unfit for use. The said Rajobala Das!
died in Jenuary 10556 and since then the plaintiff has been
using the first floor of the Room no © as a bed room which
was also used by her as her bed room. In genersl the condition
of all other rooms hes become much vworse, The defendant
sibmits that during the period of £0 yesrs 1.8. since the time
of the commissicpner's first report dated 20.£.37 upto
12,8457 1.0 the lutter bpeing the date of the sitting when
he mnde the statements the old bullding hs: Decome much orde:
20 and sustsined natural decay & result of which eracks have
: oceurred in the Khilasns ®rom top to bobtoms The plaint also

; valued the said strue at the present market rate st

* 700/« in plete of B -

From the statements A behalf of the pluintiff as well &s

4
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S
a5 well as on behnlf of the defendant 1t seem: Lo me that the

valuation of the structures has deteriorated owing o the
lapse of more than 20 yearse.

Now the question is what should be the depreclailen owlng
te the said deterioration 7 The plaintiff suggests that the
valuation shonld be reduced from ™ £710/- to ™ 700/~ « The
Aefendant has . tated the the conditdion of the structures has
become much older and tustained natural decay &5 & result of
which eracks have occurred in the khilans from top %o
but without meking any conside-ration for the la.ll
he hes sugested that the Valuation should be ¥
settled twenty years agt. Whean the ﬂlfm
owing to lapse of £0 years the condition of thea
haes Lo mueh deterirsted thul cracks bhave takem

f1ens from top to bottom, he ought to have “-
of concession as s way of deprecistion for the said ¢
tion of the condition of the struclures,

Mow let me comsider what depreciastion -hould be allowed for
the sald deteriforation and what should be the valuation of
the structuras.

The cundition of the rooms nos 4 & 6 has so much datnrinthadI
thiut those rooms have become unfit for use wnd they cre begond
repeire and as such tﬂl?hva pot practically mo value. The

od rotten materials may be 5014 &s

building 4is very 016._
rubbizhes subject of dsmantling and 1 thins that

™ 50/- may be disposale
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The room no o is a service privy with one seat 1n theg
ground floor =nd apother seat in the first floors This is also
very cld and 1s in a dilapidated coniition. The vulustica of
the service privy of both the floors may be & 100/=.

The room no 7 4s the stair case measuring 4L ld4 sft and
the portion to the west of it 15 a small room meusuring 78
sft. The condition of these two rooms appears to be little
better and as such the Valuation of thosez rooms may be ™ Z2/= pe
s ft and the veluation amounts to % 444/=. r

The Room mo & 15 & verandah to the west of Room No P.The
first floor of Room No £ was used by Rajobals Dasi a. her
bed room. The Khilene of these two rooms nos & & € have @rackesd
from top to botton down to the ground floor. Thorough repuirs
shall have to made to theee rooms for making them fit for
dwelling purmoseseThe ares of Room no 8 4s 72 s £t and that
of Room no € 1s 146 sft. The valuation of Room No & may be
™ 3/= per sft amomting to ® 216/- and that of Room No € may
be per sft amounting to ™ 584-0-0,

I'he room no 10 is an one storied room. ‘he khilens have
cracked and the roof is dameged.: The hilamsxxkxxmxzxxsicsdxxmd
condition of thi: room 4s slso bad regquiring thorough repairx.
The area of this room 4s 203 s ft, The valuationof this room
may be ™ 2/- per & ft amoamting to ™ 406/-,

The total valua

the Rooms 5,7( with the western

Boom 7.) B8,2,10 as described sbove
T 684t ™ 406 -cost of

m 4 & Room 6 being ™ 50/« & %is00/w

mortion betwecn Room !
anmounts to ™ 1

dilapidated mater:
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The valustion of the land covered by the scid structures wa.
settled in mv previous reports dated Z0.8.37 & 17412.37 at
% 325/« per katta. This time the defendant ha: valued the
sadd land st T 325/- per katta and the plaintiff hus valued
it at ™ 400/« per katta. During the pe:iod of last 20 years

valuation of land has undoubtedly uppreciated. Wheo the question
of valustion is beln; considered now the rate sbould be higher
then that which was twenty years agoe This portion of land
hav ini; been covered by structures can not be utilised fa a
more peofitable way. The old valuation as suggested by She
defendant 1s not thought to be proper and the increased
valuation suggested by the plaintiff is accepted by me 1.0.
the valusticon of the land covered Dy the struetures including
the adjoining portion being 2K ©Ch 1s valued by me at & 400/«
per katta and the valuation of the said arza of 2k 9ch

come to ™ 1025/-

The plot of lanc lying to the szouth of the re:identisl
bulldin: of the defan'ant waes valued at ™ 475/« por kotta in
my sald reports dated 20.8.37 and 17.12,37« The plaintiff
has no¥ valued this plot of land at % 1000/~ per katte while
the defendunt has velued 1t ut the old rate of ™ 470/ /= AS
alregdy ob.crved I cldnk that the present vulustion of this
plot of land should be higher than the valustion arrived
at Twenty years augo. Though the position of this plot of

1and 1s not on uny npublic thorow:hfare but on a kocha B

wide commmpassage of the parties with the advantages of the
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of the saild common passage on the south also and the common

tunk on the south the valustion sugiested Ly the plaintiff
does not seem to be unreasonable in view ol the genersl
rise in the price of landes 1 therefore accept the rate of
valuation as su:gested by the plaintiff and EAJMMEX calculite
the walustion at M 1500/= per kattae

The valuation of "Bashbagan® was settled at = 200/= per
katta in my previous reports dated 20,037 and 17412.37.The
plaintiff has not given here any higher rate of valtation nor ‘

the defondant has given any suggestion of any inerease of the |
rate of valuation of this plot of land. The position of this |
plot of land where there is no bamboo at pressnt is in the
southarn rear portion of the entire homestead land. As thers
1s no suggestion of any snerease of rate of valuation from
any of the parties I acepet the said rate of valuation at
™ £00/= por katta, R

As to allotment of residential building left by Lhe deceased
mother Bajobala Dasi the pluintiff wants Rooms Nos ©,5,7,0 and
4 and the reason for his suggestion is that h- 415 usdng Room
Noe @ as his bed room which 1s Just to the north of Room No ©
roaf of which rests om the same common wall and that the said
room no € including both ground and first floor is absolutely
noces sary for him and that it will be highly inconvenient for
alloted to hime He wants room
used for going up to the

him if that room no ®

no 8 which 15 a co

first floor by the room No 7. He wants to take
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He wants to take room no & and room No 4 which fall within the l

straight line produced towards the west from the Southera wall of
Room no 7.

The defondant in his %+ share wants Room No © and Rooa We 10
and wants to keep Room No 8 as a common passage for using H
the stair case FRoom No 7 and any other portion which may be

ne-essary to make up th- half valuation of the eatire
structures.
It appesrs that a dispute ha: arisen betwean the®plaintifs

4nd the Adefendant about the allotment of this portion of the
tmilding inherited by them from their decessed mother the
aforesaid Rajobala Dasie The plaintiff wants Room No &
(ineluding both the floors) while the defendant also want: the
=544 Room No © (including both the floors) together with the
nest Southern room viz Roo No 10(one storied). Ome and the
same Room No ® cannot be allowed to bDoth the plaiatiff and
defandant nor can this room no € be ccomoniently divided ilate
two egual halves between the plaintiff and the Jdefendant.

Therafore T have to consider the guestion of ailotment of
the structures here at lemgth which 1:s done below:

Accordins to the valumtion arrived at by me as above the
total valuation of all h structures amounts to & 1lB00/- and
the valuation of land 1025/~ Total valuation is therefore
™ £825/w« The plaint
of ™ 1412«8as while

titled to property of the wveluatioe
fant 1s also =ntitled to the

property of the % 1412.8a5 and each party is
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each party is entitled to get structures of the value

of % 00/~ and land of the value of & 512-3as.

If the sugcestion of allotment made by the defendant is
gccepted the valuation of the portions wanted by him stands
thuse.

foom Yo © = s 584/-

goom No 10 = M 406/-

4 valuation of Room 8 = ™ 108/-

" Room 7= % 144/-

——® 124%/-

and the valuation of the structures remaining for the
allotment of the plaintiff will be thuss
% Valuation of Room No & -z = 108/=

4 valuation of Room No 7 = W 144/-
Western portion of Room No 7 - 156-0-0

Hoom No S - 100-0-0
Rubbish from Room 4&6 - ™ 50-0-0
P 558=0-0

I|f the susgestion of allotment made by the pla int iff is
accapted the valuation of the portien wanted by him stands
thus

Room No € = B 584-0-0

Room No & = B 216-0-0

mom No 7 = & 288-0-0
Westaportion of Room no & = ™ 156-0-0
100=0-0

Room No 51
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Rubbish from Room
|
no 4e = B 25.0-0 |
™ 1368-0-0 |
and the valuation of the structures remalning for the allotment |

of the defendant will be thuss
Room No 10 = & 406/-
Room No. 6(Rubbish)-= & £5/-

s 431/-

The plaintiff wants in his allotment structures c;f the
value of & 1368-0-0 anmd suggests that the defendant may De
given structures of the value of ™ 431/«

The defendant wants in his .anntmnnt structures
of the value of % 1242/~ and suggests that structures of the
value of % 558/- may be allotted to the % share of the plaintii

The plaintiff has wanted in his allotment structures the |
value of which is more than three times of the value of the
structures suggested for allotment in favour of the defandant«
The defndant has also wanted in his allotment structures
value whereof is more than dauble of the value of the struct
suppgested to be g:.van.__ﬁ' the % shares of the plaint iff. 1t is
apparent that the par could not make sugigestions for

two allotments whi \ i be accurately on approximately

equal in value.
From the posit structures a third altemnative

appears to me fr.
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Room No S - & 100/=-
Western portion of Boom no 7 =™ 156/-

& a06/=- in one allotment

and the following rooms in another allotments
Room No 7 = ™ 258-0-0
Room No 8 = ™ 216-0-0
Room No 9 = ™ 584-0=0
Boom No 10 = & 406-0-0

Here also the two portions for two separats allotments do not

.i-—

«

‘

because equal in valuej the valustion of one allotment is

-

sbout f£ive time of the valustion of the othere

If an attempt be made to make the two allotments equsl in
value the Rooms No © and 10 may De allotted to one party at &
valnation of ™ 980-0- and the rest of the structures may De
allotted to the other party at a valuation of & 810/= « X In tha
ease the verandah Room No 8(which serves the purposa of access
to the said rooms ® & 10) together with the stair case room 7
go to the allotment of the other party and in that case these
tws Tooms © & 10 will bave no stalr case anl access room
1ike Room No 8 and still more the party getting Room No © « 10
will have to pay an owelty money of T 80/=.

Thus 1 have mmm the different allotments as

suggested by the and the defendant and also considered

tive allotments. From conside at jon
ats it seems to me that this

2 other possible a
of all the alternatd

portion of the bull pot be smmsm conveniently allotted

in two equal po e two parties. The suggestion of

the plaintiff do
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- rortion remaining for allotment in favour of the defandant

bacomes too narrow as the width of the allotment suggested
by the plaintiff to be made in favour of the defendant is
about 16' and if 4' open space be left out om each side the

coverable space does not exceed 8' in width and no sultable
building can be erected on 8+ ft wide land. The suggestion made
by the defendant does not also seem to De reasonable in as
much as the mmur;r who is enjoying the Room No 3 lying
just to the north of Room No. © roof of Room No 3 resting
on the Common wall (CONBAsseesccsnvennarsl
Typed by
. '.Iha.

Typiste.
13:5+5%, '\
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( Fe 22 ) votween romm 70,3 and 9, does not get the room 0.2 but 1
is glven {4 thare in the stair case Room 0.7 and the accese l
verandsh Roam lo.8 at {ts half wvalustion without getting sny
adventage of the use ¥ those two roous wos, 7 snd 8; and
the room Wo,D being o service latrine of the valye of B 10C/- ;
will have to be replaced by 2 ganitery latrine and the i

plaintiff practicelly gets no ususble portion of the struc-

tures excepting the gmall narrow TOOL lying sttoched to the

west of Hoam ¥0.7. -

From the comsideration of all the above mentimed -

djf ferent alternative i+ seems to me that without dividing

e building having only 27'1ft width
res should be sllotted

the said cortion of th

into twe portions the entire structu

to one party and owelty monéy should be awarded to the other

oarty.
yow the question arises as to who is to be allotted

the said portion of the butlding., It opnears thet the plal

$i€f Zortick Chandra Das Ghati is residing 1n the northem

portion of the said building in his own shoare
in a separate independent vuilding newly

while the

defendant is living
and of this premises Ho.4

Santrepars Lene, snd that hip said residential puilding 18

about one hundred £l off from this portion of the old
the su gections made by the

erected by him on the fromt 1

ancestral buil

plaintiff it t he iz esger to Teke the portions

to the portione e ie enjoying
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in khas and suggests that the portions further off to the
{ P. 40 ) gouth may be allotted to the defendent. I have slre:dy

observed that the portions suggested by the plaintiff for
@llotment tc the defendant is very narrow having & width of
16 only fram which 4' wide spsce hss to be kept open on
each Bide leaving only 8' wide dend for construction of
bufllding.

Vhen the plaintiff has wanted to get stmt:ty.rﬂﬂ at
the value of & 1569/~ he hes to psy on owelty money of & 460
and I think he should not grudge if he be szsked to take the
entire structures and pay a further sum of 5 431/- 28 owelty,
Of course he will have to pay an owelty money of B 512-8~ on
account of the value of the land which emtomaticelly comes
to his allotment. ‘The total owelty money smounts to » 141%-pPa

which the pleintiff shell heve to nasy on cccount of value of

the structures and the land if the =zllotment be made in the

lime discussed above. I therefore sllot the entire Sorictyu:. =

to the plaintiff st the above mentionmed valuation of & 1800/ -

end land of this vortiom having an ares of £ £ 8 Ch for the

valuation of % 1025/-, The totsl voluation of the lemd snd

to s 2825/~ and the defendant

gtructures thereon nm

shell get half of valuation of & 2825/~ amounting

to s 1412-8 as, fr ntiff =5 owelty money.

Yext I shall jth the plot of land lying Jjust

to the Gouth of 8 residentizl bwilding.

& i
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This plot of lend is vacant znd hee got frontape o
the €' wide common passage which starts from centre Sinthee
Rezd on the north and proceeds further towords the east as
vell =8 the west after by farcetion.

The vnluation of this plot of land haes been found
ebove by me at is 1500/- per Kette, "The =rea of this nlot of
iand ie 2K O Ch 64 S5t and the valustion smounte to & 3857-4.F
fech of the purties iw entitled in him 4 shore to get land
of the value of i5 1928-10-4p. end in ecch share the nres is
to be 1 K 4 Ch 253 Sft.

/s to Allotment.

The def'endant vants the half portion of this -lot of
land from the northem side in continu=tion of hies reciden-
tizl portion. The pleintiif vwants his half share in contia
nuation of Lis sllotment., The pluintiff hos pot His sllot-
ment to the south and west of this plot of land snd the
defendsnt has got his residentisl building to the north of

this plot of land. The ares of 2 KX 9 Ch 6

3ft au lond may

be dewided helf and half between the plointiff end the

defendrnt without causing any inconvenience to any one of
them, I therefore think it quite reasonable to nllot the
northern half portion h the defendent and the southem halr i

portion to the plei : by dividing the Trontage on the g!

comron nessage inte 1l halves, The arez being divided

kelf snd half no owelty money arines in this
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cagé. In eoch shore the area allotted is 1 X 4 Ch 25§ oft. ,T

Though there wono a big difference of valustion betwaern the

Pe 42 ) plaintiff snd the defendant it doees not maotter ruch though

1 have found the velustion at the rate of & 1500/- per Katta
oz asuggested by the plaintiff in ssmuek ns the totsl cres
has been divided equally according to the convenience and

in continuation of the respective nossession of ecch of the
narties, 5

Jow remasins the portion of the "Bashbagan® to the be
dealt with. T™is is a plot of lend lying in the south-esstern
moet portion of the premises NWo.4 Sentravars Lane.

I heve cccepted the valuntion of thie plot of lend 'ﬁt
e 200/« per FKatte e noted above.

As to allotment the defendant does not like to take
eny portion of it. The pleintiff also is not villing to tike
hie share of liis prrtion of land. Though neither party is |
willing to teke allotment here it cennot be kert in obey=nces
it as to be piven to one of them o both of them when the
work of pertiticn is being done st the instsnce of the plain-
$iff I thinl he cannot aveid it., The cres being £ K § Ch 63
S8ft. should not be divided half und hnlf, Accordingly this
sortion of "Fashbogan™ 48 allotted to the pleintiff Tartick

Chandre Das Ghsti at

vation of B 200/~ per Entts.

The total portion of BEashbegen in the

=t thare of the d la Deei i8 2 X 5 Ch 6§ Sft.
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and the vslustion thereof is k464-6as. |
As the entire area of 2 K 5 Ch. 6] 5ft. is sllotted |
to the plaintiff he shall pay to the defendent on owelty
money of 1 232-3 as which is the half of the full wslue of
B 264-0 =8,
@ 12 centre Sinthee Road Premises (Plan Yo. 4) i
This is a small pl'ﬂ't of lgnd of & tricngulsr shape of

B -

the area of 3 K 4 Ch. lying in the northermmost end of the

-

rremises 12 centre Sinthee Hoad.

The defendsnt sutmits that in view of the peculiar

. .'.—'-..._-'-.._

triangulsr character&’chia plot of land is not fit to be
divided half and half between the plaintiff and the defendant
and as such this portion mey be sllotted to one of the parties §
at the old valuation. In the seme sitting subsequently the '
defendant sutmits that if the plot can not be allotted |
conveniently to YJoth the parties the valvutiom should be
settled 2t the present markbt value if it be allotted to one
of the parties and the dearned pleader for the defendant

submits thet he does not imtend to give any rate of vulua-
tion and leaves £ it to the discretion of the commissioner, |
The plaintiff submits that it would be better to gell the

said portion othervis@i@® should be valued at i 200/- per

Eatta instead of val at the previous old rate of s 32/-

per Katta and pa " as accepted by the Commissioner

in his report dat
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It eppears to me that this small plot of land of the
area of 3 £ 4 Ch which looks like a flag as the ssstemn
boundary line snd the western boundary line have met at e
point in the northern end ia not fit to be divided half and
hel! between the plaintiff and the defendant and as such 1t \
has to be allotted to ocne of the two parties,

The defendant's suggestion on valustion is that it
should be valued at the old rate i.e. the extreme back 5th
belt was valued at B 32/- per Kntta and the 4th bell was
valued at &5 75/- per Katta and this small portion of the

premises 70,12 centre Sinthee Road is ecovered by the 5th

o
E

belt and pert of the 4th belt and hence according to the old

valuation this plot of land is valued at & 21-5as and & 65-0< *

4 p. totalling Bs 156-5-4 P. {
The plaintiff's submission on valustion is that the i

said plot of land should be wvalued at & 200/- per Kotta.

According to the Eaid:qf!-_ of valustion the valuction comes

to s 650/=. .1..'

It sooears that B

valuation sucegested by the nlain-

tiff is more than s of the vanluztiom susgested by

+he defendant., Accol : o the o0ld valuation me suggested

d is wvelued at 5 156-5-4 while

pr the defendant thil

secording to the s fof the plainttf T the veluntion

cones to & 650/=a + B there is a further suggestion

on behalf of the the defendant does not give
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any rate of veluution and leaves it to the discretiom of the 1
P, 45 ) Commisaioner, I think that the value of land must have

appreciated since the time of my previous reports of 1937,
The very irregular shape of this particular plot of land
which looke like a flag cannot be expected to fetch croper
value inasmuch ;-fs a substantial nortion of the plot in the
rezr will not be poseible to b‘;hiq:tilised for building pur oses
and in general the plot is not a good building plot and hao
got no rond frontage and comnected to the 1T' wide common
passage. Ience I accept the valuation as submitted on behalf
of the pleintiff that is the rate of vluation accepted by me i
is & Z200/- per Eatta.

iext es to mllotment the defendent submits that in
view of the peculizr triamgular character the sald plot of
land isnot fit to be divided half and half between the plain-
tiff and the defendant lﬂ as such the said plot may be

allotted to one of the 38 BE,

The defendant AOBEMOE szy whether he 1s willing to
take in his allotment: of lrnd nt the old volustian
i.e, at it 156-5«4 or Mustion which muy be lound by
the Commissioner. be understood irom the

defendent's sybmissig B points of voluastion and allot-

ment o thet if it B sto him it shovld be allotted

to him =t the old ,, en and his later submiseians
of leaving the po to the discretion of the

e
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( Pe 46 ) the Commissioner suggests that if it be not allotted to
the defendant at the old vilustion it ==y be zllotted 1o
the plaintiff at & higher valuation as mey be found by the
Commisei oner according to his own dizeretion. 1 have
aceepted above the valuation given by the nlanintiff which
is more than I‘_mr- tinies of the valuction given by the defen-
dant. The defendant has not expressed his willingness to
toke this irregular sha‘l_!-ﬂ. p'-l%t at the vnlustion of i 200/-
per Katta when it was suggested by the plalintif?l after the
suggestion wes made by thedefendant but the plaintifif can
not say that he will not take the allotment at his owm _
valuation. Moreover, this plot of land #as included in the 1
zllotment made in favour of Xartick Chandra Des Ghati then
defendant No.2 (now the plaintiff) in the Commissioner's
previous reports dated 20.9.37 and 12.12.37 and the allot-
ments made in those reports were accented by the rresent

olointiff and slso the @8her two purties fiz. the preseant

defendant Atul Krishna DBS Ghoti and Fajobala Tesi. Tience

now I =llot this ylu‘ll-. land to the plaintiff at his own

e
valuztion 1.e. at & 6S0H=s The defendant sholl get i 325/-

ag owelty money from @ dntiff for his hzlf shere of
this plot of land.,

Purba

The ia =

(plan YNo.b).
: being the middle portion o tue

premises No0.110 Road in the Mouza Purba Sinthee
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Date on which the Dute of making over

. .

~ithin the South Inm wm Hunicipality PaTgang Panchannagrau 1

1298 hetian Y¥o. 56 and under C.5.

Tﬂuﬂ Eo. E‘-E"I
a10, B11, 812, 813, %g%. when this entire nroperty wWas

partitioned in 1937 it was
4 was unddr treir khos

Dag lios. 809,

stated by the parties that the

~pesession though there

entire lan
~¥hotien in the nome af n tenant. The land

apreared a Sub
the parties and s plan wes

was messured by me a8 ahin b

ared by me of the seme. ‘

orep

The total area of the land was 17 !
T™he plot wss divided amongst Hajabaela nasl the then
Das Ghati and Kartick
allotted to the said Atul

llatted To

adintiff, Atul Krishne ghandra Dos

"he eastern portiom was
Tas Chot end the western pnorti
Des Ghetd snd the midd

Ghati.
arn wWwio =

Hrishna
le nortion was pllotted

rartick Chendre

to Rajobala Desi.

After the esaid gllotmen posaession

¢t the parties tock

of their respective allotments.

Tow the land obtained by najobela Dasi Mo to be

djvided half end half between the plaintiff Fartick Chandradss

i snd the defendant Atul Erishn

Das Chat a Das Ghati. Githl

werve held Tor teking suggestions on valurtion

£ submitted that the old voluati™m shot
half

The defendan 114
~nintained snd the aefandant should be given his
from the eastem side ¢h would be contigucus to his
: - should be

weatern half portion

*

c1lotment and thad e

.
o X
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given to the plointiff as he has got his own allotment to
the west of the mother's middle allotment,

The defendant's sugkestion on valuatiom 12 that the
valuation should be et the old rate thet is at the rate at
which the valustion was caleculated by the Commissioner in
his reports dated 20.9,37 gnd 17.12.37. M the other hand the
plaintiff's suggtstion is that the valustion should be
caleulated pt the present market rate. Zut the :J-l-'.'—-'.i'lztiff hus
not given any definite rate of valustion. when the land
left by Rajobala Deei is divided half and helf between the
plaintiif and the defendant it doea not matter much whether
the present murket valuation or the old valuation is accepted.
towever, I have mede the allotment on the basls of the old
valuation.

The plg:intiff has made s submission thet in order to
save the property and to get it property recorded in the
mevisional Settlement he :H.ld to spend money on @ooounL UL
lawyer's fees, costs ot_*ing copies of documento from th

Municipality, filing settlement Court end &s such he

is entitled to get halls of the said expenses from the

defendant, The leart pder for the defendant submitted

that the defendant ha gd to pey share of the expences

g6 the pleintiffl standi to otert sny proceedings

for the prescrvatil poperty in svit we e Fecelver

+5d plready been 8 § the said purpose. I think

2753
Ak LAk

b

e ——

-————

PR~



i \ -1| ..‘M!. A H .I'.

Date of delivery of the Date on which the Dute ol making oer

I}m fived for notifying
the copy, the requisite number of fequisite slamps copy was ready the copy to the
st and folios. and folics. lor delvery. apphoant

! ——
alle

|
trat the pleintiff should approach the Hecelver for the co ts | I

if eny incurred by him,
The ares of the middle allotment left by late In] obela |

Iasl ia 5 KX 4 Ch 36 51t and the veluation thoveol is B

" P |

b 546-15-10 p. and in each half ghare the pres bedomes < L.

10 - 174 Sft =nd the vsluation of each share is & 273-7-11 £ |

vor the convenience of emjoyment the half portion is

allo ted to the plaintiff Kartick Chandra Ims Ghs ti and the

e gy

eastern half portion is alletted to thedef endant Atul Krishna
Das Ghatl,
Pddy lande ot Meu§s'@erud end Badiepers
Fian No. 6 )

In my previcus report dated 20.9.37 the paddy lands

gt moujs Dadiaepare and.ﬁnrﬁi were dealt with end partitioned

emongst the three parties viz. Fajobale Dpei since decel ped

and the pleintiff FKartidk Ghsndre Dss Ghatl end the defendant
=T

Atul Erishna Des Ghuti‘-i;*ﬁ’dma to their respective shires.
2 Tere is the %nrt duted 20,.9.37 4 plots of paddy

lznd and 2 plots of y land st moujs Budiesparsa and CGerul

( 2s 50 ) respectively were par mied smonget the then perties viz,

1) Late Fojcbals . Atul Krishne Des Ghoti and 3)
“artick Chandra Das but no demsrcstion wus mnde nor

the partices took bof possesslon according to their
regpe tive sllotmes Bone in respect of same other
l the plote of land in those two

B) Gerui sre taken up here for




ST

Date of {.'E“Hﬂ' of the Date on which the | Pate ol making aver

of application fior Dhate fixed for notifying
Hhe copry. the requisste number of fequisile stamps copy was ready the copy 1o the
samps and folios. and folios. for delivery. applicant.

partition between the plaintiff and the delendent in two
egusl shares,

let me teke up the lands gt Gerui Tiret.

There were two plots of paddy lend : 13, C.0. JBg
1196 and 1275 in IMatian Yo. 26 under Touzi Mo. 164, 63,
Rent peyoble B 6-15-3 to Jitendriys math Basu end others -
Fayat Sthitiban.

The parties stated at the time of the nforefald
report dated 20.9.37 that though there wes o sub khe oizn
‘0. 27 under the sgid Fhetian 26 in the name of one tenant
there wos no such tenant in possession snd the lends were
there in ‘hae possession of the parties to the suit.
Accordingly the two plote at Moujs Garvi widre divided
amonget the said three pngtium-

.\a"?_m proceedingsy the‘?cﬂfinn of

jged out of the faid ‘l{dﬂ Q;h-
L 1 :,«P’ JJ

iow in these oommd

the ssid two plots

4
W
“n

v
A
'w

Tyoed-by .
E.E.Sasal
C=f=5%.
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45:1: ol t!fll"l‘!i‘}'}u[-“: § Dute ¢ which the | Daie of making over
the Prguisite number requikile slamps was ey the copy Lo tie
stamps and folios and foliee ot delivery. applicanm

|

P. 51 bﬂem Jl

tesn actuired by Govemment in conmection «itu tle errcticn
of mfeie around the Yarul '“repnemitting etation. Mt L, a
petition tife plaintiff stated Bu LEBewueutly Uikl e eutire

G, S. Dag Ko, 1196 has not been acGuires Lut abo .t Sa, lch,
Me not been mcGuired and in thet petition daved 16,3.09 it
wor pubmitted tHEt t hoe e ic 9k, lca. wight Le included in
the8oe coumisslion proceetings. Accordingly; the e2ad 9 £. leho
wis weasured by me &nd plan pre;,nrmﬁ tiereci« Tlie part.ies
furtlher submitted in wodification of tlheir statewents at tue -
time of thae previous reports dated 20.9.37 ena 17.12.37 tuat
the entire 16 annie of those two c. ®, Mayge 1196 ano 1275 aid
not beleng tc them ae vas held in those reporte &nd t hat the
parties IFve got eight annms of those & plete 8nd the cther
pight annas BIAre bmnq!"_ﬁ‘_'_a‘ugmuxﬁ Eath Des tleir cousin
and hie co-sharers and ae such in theee comuissien procee-
dinge the bAlf share of fHose tro plote of lsnu as poesessed
by the partlies Ly ‘mtmffﬁmnu&mt witih thelr cousin Jogen—
dra Nath Das Glati & his co-elarers. Accordingl, (aii ol the
said C, B, Dag 1275 and EH ef the remt inings 94, lck out

of 0, 5. Dag 1198 mrTe tqﬁn_'up for partition and wrtition

3
is e de thereof in twao BlETeE Letween the plaintiii «

.'|_|-"

the defendant. _ - "‘

The weetern half | ] ' of tha s2iqu 9k, icli 0f c. 8.

e

i

Dag 1196 1.e. 4. §8ft. e divided Imlf end m&if the o

) :
western portion helings #d to the plaintifl and t ke eas.
- | Y T
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H AN \ S
ol application for Date lived for notifving | Date of delivery of the Date on whach the | Date of making «
the copy, thee recjuisite mumber ¢ recjuisite stamps copy wan reidy the copy ko I'H'
stammps and lolios and folios. for delivery. applicant

I —

-2""

eseetern portion being &allotted to the defendant. The velua-
tion of theee 12nds is fixed nt 01d retes ae accepted i
reporte daced -:-:}.Q.L'a'?. lnd tl:ll.t rate 1; iSa rl._u,f.. pear bighs « H
The valuation of Sk. lch. is ks, 18-Z= pnd in 5B Llf BikiTe Of
it the partiee have 4k. Bech. 224 8ft and the valustion thLere. |

of 48 ks 9=la., The plaintiff 1s allotted Zh. 4cl. 113 sft.

end veluation thereof ia is, 4-B.6p., The defenddnt is ailot.
ted 2K, dch. ui stt and valuation thareuf is is, 4-&.59.

i ——

A to the other ¢, 8. Dayg 1275 the nortuern Iail portion

ir partitioned. The umatun af .i:!J.I tle dares at =, W/
par bi{;m ie calculated at Hs. lﬂ-l..ﬁp and th!. :

i 1 B -$ L_-r-

_'Bj_uhh. The seic half portion, the other ialf htili’r in
sesion of their cousin Jogendra “ath Vas Ghati & his COSIRT-
eré 1y mutual arrangement, 18 divided Uetween the plalntiif
and the defendant. The plaintiff is alletted =lla, 40l 17
pft and the valuation theresof is is. 26.2-Fp. The asiencant
is alse sllotted 13K, lch, 17 pft and the veluation thereod
in Iz, 26.2-9D,

There 2Te 4 ¢, 8, Yagh at loujs Badiapmmra Viz, C, 5, Dag
243 under klatian Ke. 70. C, b, Vay Lo, 267 under kietian No,
71, C, 5, Dag Ko, 394 under Khatian No, 73 and C, 5, Dag Mo,
317 under kiAatian No. 344 of Mouja ZSadiapara J. L. No. 17 Ray,
aurvey No, 7 P. 8. Dum Dum within south Dum Duwm Municlipga lity

Pargana Yanchannagrawm lﬁ;- Ed-FAarganns .

A to valuation € ‘ ties agreed to0 GCue o0lc valuaticon

Lf”? ,Pf Ly




| NIAYSHE

r of application for Diste fined For notifying Date of delivery of the Date an which the | Date of making v

the capy the requisite number ol Fespuliite wamps cofry was resdy Ihe copy 1o the i
stampns and falios and folios for delivery. | apphicant 1
-d= .

valupntion a® per report dated 20.9.37 widcu 18 ecuepted Ly
me ag¢ below i

The C. S. Dag 317 area 17 K, 12 ch. 2. e2ft is veluea at
(e 78/~ per bigha amounting to Bs. 66-10-9p.
| The C, 8. Dag £43 area 10K, 1k ch, 37 Bit. 18 valuea at

fs. 60/= per bighs amounting to Bs. 32-6-6.

The C_ 5. Dag 267 area 1B, 1iK. 10ch, 30 81T 18 valued
'i.t B5s 60/« per bigha nummt‘i; ;:u BSa- ?4;1-'1- £ :
The plet C, 5, Dag 394 area 18 7K 7¢h, i vealued at i,
60/- per bighe amounting to ks, 82.5g.

The pleeder for the defendant submitted tiat the plote
should De divided B 1f Gnd MALS Letween the plAintiff and t he
defendant. The plaintiff also arreed to The proyoOsal usde on
behm1f of the defendants .

Therefore Gocepting 'i;lf;__maahnm of t he yarties 4
divide each of the n:l.d,l {:'E. S, dagp into tWo pqual POTe

" tione &nd therabty each ;.;ﬁk; gete equsl half portion ol each

cs 8, Dag and the valua

— -

Jiof emcii party 's allotwent becoCmes

scunl and no question © elty uoney arises in ech of the

4 caree, -

P, 54), The plaintiff is° Llott the ke Lf p;.\rr.lun 01 C, S, imyg
517 which is 8K. l4che @R Sft in &rea and siown in crimeon |
lake colour borders '_:. B8 ¥s luntion thereo! 18 s, G3=0a4fis |

The defendant

enid C, 5, lag Eo.. 2 3» similarly 8K, ldick, il eit 1n|
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Dite fixed for notifying Diate of defivery of the Date on which the | Date of making oves

of application for
the copy. the requisite member ol fequisiie starmgms copy wa ready the copy Lo the
siamps and folios, ancd folios far delivery. | apphcam
|
-l

58],

fiurrp 10> ‘There i &

in ares &and s howmn in *rarmili.nn nulnur torders Aand the velus.
tion thereof is B, Ti-5u4fpe

e -

The pleintiff ie allotted the & 1lf portion of C.S.lay No.
2435 which 18 5K, 6ch. 18} #ft, in ared 2nd siiown in crizson

i — e,

lpke colour bordere énd the valuetion thereof ie 5, 16.3=3p.

The defendant is elletted the other L& lf portion of tue
eaic C, 8, Deg 243 which is !12;11.51-1;,#:15.; 'hEJ-q lb. sit in
area a:dﬂahnm in vermilion colour cordars and the mlunum
thereof is B, 16=3-3p.

The pleintiff is allotted t he & 1f portion of C. o. Day

IR o s

no. 267 whick is 152, .Lanh. &i nﬂ :h: -..ul and shown in erim-

-8on lake colour borders &nd the mlultion thereof i» &, 47.
-T=44p.

The defendant is allotted the other kB Lf portion of the
eeid C. 8. Dag 267 which ie siwilarly 15K, 13ch.64 it in
arean and phown in vermilien colour bordere and the va luetion
thereof 18 . 47=7-4}p.

The plaintiff is &llotted the helf portion of C.S.le;
Ho. 394 which 1s 13, llch. 2&4 sft in 8res 8nd siown in crim-
-son lake colour berders Bnd the valuation thereof e ks,

41 - 2. 6p.

The defendint is &llotted the other (21f portion of thue
eaid Co Se Dag 394 which 18 eimilarly 13K, lich, 224 eft in
arez and shown in vermilien celeour bordere &nd ° he velustion

thereof i . 41.2.6

annually payavie in

| ~F o

RS o e ———



e of application for
e Ty

Diate fied for notifying Date of delivery of the Dite on which the | Diite of msking oves
the requisite number of resuisie dinmps copy was romdy the copy 1o the

=l k
stamps and {olios. and follos for delivery. | applicant

Fo 56)e

h-
annually (@yable in resapect of fremices Lo, 6 Sunimpara lane

The aefenddnt eubwits tiet the Baid Buw of e 6/« ve divi-
ded half and B 1f between the pleintiff andt he defendant.

The plaintiff eubuite tiAt the mmid jame of ks, €/~ slould not
be divided helf end l21f and it Blould be alicvted to une of
the parties.

Hefore considering the question of alletuent 1 think tue
valuation of the eaid jamas of is, 6/- Bhould be erltleceraltue
of the parties &8s given &ny valuation of thy saue, But 1
think that the said jama of iss 6/= bis got & capitalieed value

which in my opinien should Le at least ks, 50/=.

When the plaintiff and the defendant do not agree about
the alletment of thie jawm I think tlat euch & emmll Jaus need
net be divided half and lalf and there ua) be cowplications
in the nRtter of re&lieation of the stidrent frow the differ-
ent tenfnts Ly both the plaintiff and the defenddnt.Hence 1
think tiet thies jaus should be &llctted to one of the Brtiens
at the said valuation of iss 50/=s I allet this entire jaua
of Fse 6/~ to the defend@nt av ., 50/. and the pleintaff suall
get ks, 25/- as owelt; from the defendant ou thie account.

The woveblee left by late Hajolula Dasi were wiviued in
kind according %o veluation & posseseion wee delivered.

The following artﬂ,‘pt were put to bid teteeen tie pla-

Intiif and the defan

1) Iron mluimli.zcold at 8. 230/-

t at k8, 7o/~
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of application for Diste fixed for notifying Diate of delivery of the Date on which the Diate ol making oves
the copy. it reqpuisite number of recuinile stamps copy wir 1eady the copy to the
stamps amd folios, andl folhos for delivery ! spplicant

e
3) One wall clock less repairing cost at is, 10/~

4) One "a.Blm' Mrﬂt th- s & s & s » ahbs E.l'f"

Tﬂtll-t- iy wihicwU=0
1) Chhaparkliat = sold to plaintiff at ke 10/a
£) One 'toshak?' at i5e 5/

e 00/m
Total Kie S07=0-0
A & result of it the cdefendant slfll pay ks, 143-68a8 to
the plAintiff and the pIA intiff slell get the s 1o auw oflms
143-Fpr from the defendAnt in order to edualise tiue value of
the twe edusl 8lEres of thae plaintiff & the defendant.
Schedule A.
The propertiee partivionsd and the valuation thereof,
1. ¥remiees o, 12/1/1 Sgven tanks lane 1
Area 1+ 13K ich 6 sft tll.}u.t.'l.nn - §e l684-0-11lp
2« Fremises ¥o. 152 (old 40) Kalicleren Ghosh Road
" Avea 1 10K 3oh Alf BEE 4 WAuation = M. 3774eliek L/5p.

Structures " iSy _ 1054=0a0
..‘;;' TﬂEnI E IEﬁE-lu-:: E/JP.

3. Premises ¥o. 4 amt;w “ang.
Aren 1- T 7Ch. 13¢ lfl'q_f?.]nntiuu = Bs, D346.10-8Hp
b

structares " 35, 1800=0.0
B = o™ 1"].6 -1 U-t:.p

inthee foad.
Areny  JK o8 ation - i 650.0.0

5« FPurbaBinthee

- 6K
éhv-"'? s =il

; ".“ - liﬂ-b“lﬁ-lh'lﬂpl



of application for
the copy,

Dae ﬁ“d for TFT'“F!"iHE Date of delivery of the Date on which the Dite of making ovier
thie requasite number of recjuislie starnps copy win tratly the copy to the
stamm and falios. and folios. for delivery. applicant

P. 58),

o=,

6. Paddy lande 3
liouje Garui
Area + 1B 10K lich, liy eft, Valuation - i, 61.6-6p.
lMoujn Hadiapars
Atea 1 4B TK 10Ch 27 sft,valuation - 5. £76+5-0
7+« Mouraeni tenanted jeur at 6 Santrapare “ane.

Annual ~ent k5, 6/= valuation - Ise 50=0-0

Total valuation - 25, 10ZZ24-4-l Z/5p.

It 43 to be noted that in the dwelling house of the jar.
ties @t 4 Santrapare “ene scwe portions of the #aid preamises :
are enjoyed by the parties in ejumli with thei cousis Jogen. 4
arn fath Des Grati & his cosltrers viz - (1) mh ;‘
Dua Chat {2/ srityunjoy Des Ghati (21) Dhananjoy Dum Simtd =
(2 11) Sanjoy Das nhau-.'f_[mn danojoy Dae Giati (2.2844) %
four sone of late Megin Benari Das Chati (3) Kisuori sonsn
Des Chati ( 31) Mureri Moban Das Ghati ( 3-51) two sone of
late Courhari Des Ghati ﬁ:&, those portions are

Comuen paspsiged as M in the partition plain s ukli tank
and bpnks of the s&id ﬁih; A8 shown in the @ rtition plane.

The £ren of the cum pasgages Bre D4, 6Uli, 1L Bft.The
aren of the x tank -nnunnu banke ie léo, Pel.

According to the f&‘;‘ﬂ of the partise to the suit and

their cousin Jogend V Dap Ohati & his co-sikrem the pla-~

intiff and the defent iher heve got half sifre of the

eaid common DaBBESgES (e ejmeli tank Snd the ejoeli tenks

of the & id tankeH £f and thie defendut sre



=

Date of making over
the copy to (he

applicant,

ol application for .Dl:-ﬁ:u.i!'wnmﬂylm Dmul
ﬂth“ff]mf; th:- requinite number of ey
samps and folies

are squslly entitled $0 the lﬁg.u Slare of t he 8&id aress co-

versd by the common pquagﬂ Tt he ejumli tank And banke .,

thereof . Z’f_:;. \
Schad
The propertise nllﬂtt' 4

jr:llh:tiﬂ dartics Clendre Map
Ghati in his half sipre ﬂthh ﬁiﬁntiun thereofs

1. Premises No. m/:&ﬁm laner

No portion of it is grﬂ.meﬁ to the plaintifs,

He phall get awult;, my ‘ot i, B4Z -0.5%p from the defendant
on this mmh

2. Fremiwes No. 182 ,'r rlu;i ﬂ:j ‘Kall Qmm G,hn,n

Arep alletted ;- Bin lhjh.r&u T, a‘, o _r"‘"_ e

Valustion thereof - j:. S5 sl : ;_;z.;.f-_.'-; 3 -'..'_.
Ko portion of structusl . o |
he 2iall get from thur di
S+ Frouines No. 4 &
Said Areas nllo&taﬁ in Q’ @ portion -2k Yoh- v luation
Valuation of -i_;_.;"_ Lot ::‘ ul b N s
e - -f: . _-S'E,_q_ 5/ =
He el2 1l pay nwcﬂ,ﬁ; . ,, he defendant Atul Arishna
Dpe Chati amounting i:! ,,
Area nllotted res
bt ilding of the :i
Aren nlhttﬁ* _
2K Seh. 68

3 £
(& -

ﬂttnr which

Bk o
T

welty money ©f W.0l7-0=0

ing Juet to the soutn of the

4 h 54 aft valuation &s.
3% - 1928-10.4p

fon - is. 4646a8 .
The plaintiff sl . : detencent o welty uone aum-

unting . tn HBe 2324
&

[
3 -':'.lq-""‘""-:!':-'l. &l

il 2

' __.;;I § .l.
o it iR 1O

el




[hll" on 'HI"'Ih',Ah 'lh | I.I.'ilr ol rr|..|h_|r||,: over
copy was ready, the copy to the
lor dalivery. | applicant,

.qapI'irllim for Date fixed for natifving
he oy the requisite pumber o
_stneripe and folios

=Ja 4 -l
4. Fremiser ¥o. 12 Ventre of #1 -
Aren mllotted - S 4ok - Wadiation - s, 650-0.0

The plaintiff siell By to thetefendint owelt; money auow"

') -
- =

unting to s, 325/- r

Ve Furtasinthee land g
Aren allotted 1. RBE

6, fgddy lands =

axBadixparax
Mouja Garui. ,
Area ellotted: J:ﬂ'* )

lioujn Hadiapare,
Area pllotted ; 25 34 13.,..41

eft.,vaiuntion is. 2T3-T=11p

€64 sft, vaiuation ks.50.14,3p

‘8ft,valuation is. 136.Z«6p

7« Moursshi mok&rari joua t p misee No0.6 Santiepergd “ene

The plff amll gets _ deft owelt; woney awOun
ting to ks, 25/-

Total veluetion of a1le g e :
The plff sie 1l get ovelty

The plff iellpay owadtyll Uiy &

- 5 '
1 1

,#

Sclhiedule A
The properties 2llotted 3
Ohati in hie 1£1f elbre Wik

"?r_ fenddnt Atul “risima Pas

feluation thereofy
lane
Iiﬂaﬁ- [
_‘.tnh.atmn - Hie 1684-0.1ip,

l. Fremises No. 12/1/1 H§

The entire portion

The defendant slall | w.intiif on thds sccount l'-ﬂll"‘

'\1!

ty money smounting to &

%D i

“. Fremimes No. 152 | :r cie1en Ohosii noad

Aren anllotted -s.l.
The entire C.I.strud

pation - Rs.1887-647 1/Gpeis

d to deft : Valuation .

The dnft eladl

awounting

i R i - " =
l|;__.--ﬁ-',...i‘. . ,-1" _-'._ A . --| __ -.-"_"



Dute lxed Tor notifying
the requisite numiber ol recpaisite T
atariips and lolios s Tilbe,

e papy was ready the copy o the
o delivery applicant.

[

Livd n on which the ‘ Date of making over -, -

RT."S, B
atructures are mjlotted tﬂg__ defdt pend on this account tie
defat slell got fromt he pAff pwelty uoney auounting to s

1 5 HSe LalfebaB.
Area allotted Te1 plot of Wing juet to tue soutn of the
building of the defendant- he 254 81V velustion=-298B.10
ATce hep Baphtagan®™ ' &
o poftion allotted to Deft -
The defdt elinll getffoin t'he plif ovell, uone)
amounting to ks. 282.3a8.

4, fremiees Xo. 1= “entre e & road .
Ko portion allott defendant .
The defdt slEall ge ‘”&gt'he plif emell; wone} ALOUN

ting to . 325/-

5. FPuriasintliee land
Ares allctteds 1K 1063

6. Faddy lande
Mouja OAaTui. 3
Area allotted 3 16K Solb
Houja ndiapaira. 0

Ared sllottedisf

b7 8ft. 6 luntion ks, £73-7-11p

1
Vt.,vﬁluntmn =iSad0=li=ip
R 13ch.13% sft,veluationsl36-2-6

|-. F - I‘.‘

7. Mourashi moke i es No.6 Sentmpara lane.

The entire Jjama of fdue: valuation = ks, 50/«
The entire joum

to the

to the defendant Le 8lall ,a)

_ 7 A 5. T026=7-6 1/0ps
The defendant mlell get’y {»

nwalty mwoney swounting :‘ i /:'.. ssaife L86G-1ll.0

Tis OJIO=c=D 1/up

The defendint 8ii 1l ey oweldty
money awounting to Messsssesne B5: LoBimUm=s
W, Lig 'ﬂ"":f--hfb;;i

' ‘-
Yours faithfuily,

Sd/ ._ danoran jan Yae Gupts.

o

yBleader Coumdraloners
L-.' L4

7« 4« 1950,



