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I8 THE COURT OF CIVIL IUDGE, SENIOR MIVISION, NAGETIL

&L I

R, G Sult News - 2019 Filed on 8419

PLAINTIFF

| Pushpale 5/0 Vikas Kawale,

aged about 24 years, Oce, : Student,

Rfo. 104, Chhatrapatl Magar, Nagpur-$#40035.
[ Phone no, BB88625354) '

=Wy

DEFENDANT

il $—-| 2. Vyankatesh s/o Trambakrao Kunawar,

1. State of Maharashtra, through :
A. The Collector,

¢ = | B. The Taluka Inspector of Land Records,

Both Callectorate Compound,
Civil Lines, Nagpur.

]

aged about 57 years, Occ. : Business
Rfo. Plat no, 10, "Rachna Galaxy®,
Shivali Nagar, Nagpur. (Mob, no. 9822470792)

3. Kamal /0. Ramesh Mohta,
aged about 52 years, Occ. : Business,
B /. Bunglow na.2, Nelson Square,
Chhindwara Road, Nagpur.
[Mobile no, 9823017752)

SULT FOR DECLARATION, POSSESSION AND INJUNCTION

| Epm
Claim in Suitis Valued at Rs. HI;—_
Court fees Rs. 200 /- paid thereon.
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S The Plaintilf abovenamed most humbly and respectfully

submits as under -

1. That, the Plaintilf ix the owner of all that piece and parcel of
agricultural land, bearing Khasra no. 125/ 1(w), sdmeasuring
1.01 HE, assessed to land Revenue ®s. 3,70, Occupancy Class-
L, situated at Mouza Jamtha, P.H. no. 42, Tah. Nagpur [Rural),
Dist. Nagpur, The capy of 7/12 extracr, is filed herewith as

DOCUMENT Neo.1.

2. That, originally Khasra no. 125/1/(%), which is described
above, was owned by Smt. Kalpana Shrichand Makhijanl, who
sold, alienated and trasnferred the same to Shri Nilkanth
Murlldhar Punekar, vide Sale Deed dated 4,/12/1995 which Is
duly registered with the Office of the Sub-Registrar, Nagpur
(Rural)-10, in Addl. Book No. 1, on 4/12/1995. The copy of

said S%IE Deed, is filed herewith as DOCUMENT No.Z. 2

3. That, Shri Nilkanth Murlidhar Punekar, passed away and his
son Shri Nitin Nilkanth Punekar, by way of Succession
hacame Owner of the Khasra 125/1(w%), who sold the same to

R ehri Pundalik Chirkutrao Rajurkar, vide Sale Deed, dated

/ 18/12/2001, which is duly registered with the office of the
' Sub-Registrar, Nagpur-10, at Sr. No, 2941 /2001, The copy of

Sale Deed, is filed herewith as DOCUMENT No.3.

4. That Shri Pundalik Chirkutrao Rajurkar, sold, alienated and
transferred land bearing Kh. No. 125/1(%) to Smt Kalpana
Vikas Kawale, Ku. Hitachi Vikas Kawale, Ku. Tilesha Vikas
Kawale, Shri Pushpak Vikas Kawale, Ku. Pranali Vikas Kawale,
vide Agreement to Sell dated 29.12.2004, which is duly

Ny gmmas ma b p e —



[ SRO Nagpur Hural, at Serjy) g,
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roplstered with allli Sell 15 filed herewgy,

ul m;r:rmlmul [t
o the aforesald Agreement 1

(17, was also executed and

W A0, The copy

DOCUMENT NOA Prsant |
i TN |
ol Sale Devd, dated §5 /14 20
sell, o of the Sub-Registrar, Nagpur-7,

arletorgel weltly the office:
(nly reglstiered Wi peed is fled herewith

Al Sy, Mo, 7206/ 2007. The copy of Sale

o5 DOCUMENT No.5.

That, St Kalparm Vikas Kawale, Ku, Hitachi Vi
K, Tilosha Vikas Kawale, Ku, Pranali Vikas Kawale, had
exeeutied i e of Rellnquishment, In favour of Shri Pushpak
Vikas Kawale, which is duly registered with the Office of the
Sub-Registrar, Nagpur-10, at Sr. No. 13474/2014 The copy of
sald Rolinguishment Deed, is fled herewith as DOCUMENT
Nob Thus, the Plaintff became absolute and exclusive
Owner of Khasra no. 125/1 (%) and is in possession thereof in
his own rights as Owner thgreof

lcas Kawale,

- That, it Is recently learnt that In the year 1994, an adjacent

owner Mr. Chandu Chinchram Garpojani of Khasra no. 125
had measured the land and the land of Jth, No, 125 was sub-
divided, in which Mr. Chandu Chinchiram Garpojani was the
owner of Gat no. 125/1(w), ndmeasuring 1.01 HR, s shown in
the measurement map and g5 also the land of Kh. No.
125/1(w), Is shown as 1.01 HR. That, the District [nspector of
Land Records, Nagpur, had measured the fand in the
Measurement Case no. 9281994, and fssued the cartified
copy of the measurement report, copy whereal & filed

herewith as DOCUMENT Ng. 7. The Plaintiif submits thar on
perusal of zaid measurement repart it Is manifest that the
northern and Southern side boondary of Kh. No. 125/1[w) af

=

e e N

_._—.'JI



e e L

1 i" i i
s SIraght line towargy Eastern side from
ardha | lighway Roag.

That, in the yeqr 2004
Sarda, hag BOt measured

Land :
Records, Nagpur (Gramin)-Defendant MNe.1[B), wherein

the Measuremeont of agricultural feld Survey nos. 125/1,
1e5/3, 12514, 1255, 125/1[m)-{Owned by Plaintiff} and
lESH{ﬂ'}I wWas  undertalen n Measurement Case No.
H40/2004, dated 17/12/2004. That, it is pertinent 1o point

out here that, measurement of lands on 17.12.04 in

one Mr. Pravinkumar Govindram

the land fram Taluka Inspector of

Measurement Case Mo, 440/2004 was not done J/performed in
presence of Plaintiff.  The said measurement was done
Incorrectly, as the area of Survey no. 125/1(%) was totally
changed by the Measurement Officer and has issued the
Incorrect map to that effect. The copy of said Measurement
o Report is filed herewith as DOCUMENT No. 8 That, this fact
can be compared from the measurement map issued by the

same office in the year 1994, At this functure, the Plaintiff

wish to place on record that if the Measurement Map dated

17.12.04 is considered in juxtaposition with the Measuremnt

Map in Measurement Case No.528/1994, it will be clear that
position of Khasra No. 125/1{%) has been substantially
changed. The Plaintiff submits that it is apparently clear in
the Measurement Map dated 17.12.04 that the length of
Western side boundary of Khasra No. 125/1(%) has been
enhanced and the Eastern side boundary of Khasra No.
125/1(%) has been substantially reduced. Resultantly, the
position of land belonging to and owned by Plaintiff has been
drastically changed. This Is really very shocking for the

Plaintifl, The Plaintiff submits that situation, position and




is shown i
boundaries cannot be changed [0 the manner It is shown in

: it i%
the Measurement Case No. 440/2004. AL this junciure, it i3

s iy
mmterinl  to  skate  that when the measuromont

Measurement Case nod440/2004 was undertaken, no notlee
thereof was ever served wpon Plaintlll due to which the
Plaintiff absolutely had no knowledge about the aleged
Meastrement and thus the same was done behind back of the
Plaintff.  In wiew of this, the Measurement Map in
Measurement Case Mo, 440 /2004 |s not binding upon
Plaintiff and jg noti-est in law., The Plaintfl submits that it
was incumbent and mandatory upon the Defendant No.l to
Issue notice to the Plalntff in order to make him aware about
the proposed measurement of various fields in Measruement
Case No.440/2004 so that the Plaintiff could attend and
remain present on the date of measurement, however, this
has not been done by the Defendant No.1 for the reasons best
known to it. Thus, the measurement map in Measurement
Case No.440/2004 Is incorrect and not binding upon Plaintiff.
The Plaintiff submits that perusal of the measurement Map in
Case No. 440/2004 would revea that it shows incorrect
boundaries of all fields mentioned therein and moreover,

perusal of the sald Map would further make clear that it has

not considered the then existing village Khasra Map. The
Plaintiff submits that he has came across measurement Map
in Measurement Case No. 440/2004 in the month of
February, 2019. The Plaintiff submit that in the month of
January, 2019 when the Plaintiff had notice about
discrepancies in the position and situation of his agricultural
land bearing Kh. No. 125/1(%) due to which the Plaintiff got
suspicious and thereafter made enguiries and obtained

relevant documents,
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a1, hyip |.1.1itllhll'.'a|.|1:t|1llﬂ it Delenchnmt Mos:2 wod 3 are the

thwiers of all i plece aml parcel of agricultnel kel
hearing Khasia Nos, 12573, 125/4 and 12575, 125/5/1 of
Mauzat Jamtha as per Sale Deed dated 18,12,17 wihich ks duly
registered with the (Mice of Sub Registrar-7, Magpur ot Serial
Na9945/2017. The Defiemdam NosZ and 3 appears 12 have
purchosed the aforesald lands from Smi. Delly w/o Viresh
Ahujn The copy of the sald Sate Deed Is filed hercwith as

DOCUMENT No. 9 for ready reference.

The Plaintiff subimits that as the dispute was raised by the
Defendant nos.2 and 3, who are the Owners of land being Kh.
No. 125/3, 125/4, 125/5, 125/5/1 with Piaintll regarding
boundarics of the fields, hence, in order to resolve the same
for once and all, the Piaintill had applied to the Dy. Direclor
of Lant Records, Nagpur (Rural), Nagpur fpr measurement of
Survey mo, 125/1(%). Pursuant to this, the said Revenue
Authority opened a Measurement Case bearing Mo, 4000/18
and In this case measurement Map wis drawn by the
Revenue Officer, wherefrom it came to the knowledge of the
Plaintifl. that the Defendant nos. 2 & 3 have encroached upon
the land of the Plaintiff, which is delincated by the letters
B C D. The measurement was done by the Dy. Directors of
Land Records, Nagpur (Gramin) on 17/10/201H and the
measurement map was issued on 14172019, in which it is
clear that, the Defendant Nos. 2 & 3 have encroached upon
the land of Plaintiff, which is delineated by the letters B C D to
the extent of land admeasuring 0,32 HR. That, It is further
pertinent to point out that, the measurement map shows that,
the Plaintlff has also encroached on the land of 12571, 125/4,
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i ppork dated
the lotters D K . The copy of Mosiurnen: T
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L4,/1/2019 |5 Rled horewith as DOCUMENT NoJ0

perisal of the Hon'ble Court. That, i s further pertinent 1o
polnt out here that, the land of Kb No. 126/1(%), as per the
Covernmant records, i5 shown towards the Enstern side from
the Highway and which is in consonance Wi 4%
mensurement map by the year 1994. The Plaintiff submits
that when the Plalntlff received the copy of the aforesald Map
in Measurement Case MNo4000/10, It is noticed by the
Plaintiff that the said Map is also incorrect in as much as the
Revenue Authorities have not properly recorded possession
ol respective field Owners, The encroachment on the part of
Plaintiff shown by the Revenue Authorities in the said Map is
not proper. At this place, the Plaintiff makes a statement that
he has not encrozched upon the land owned by Defendant
Nogd and 3 as shown in the said Map, demarcated by lettgrs
D E F. However, the area of field owned by Plaintiff |s

encroached by Defendant Nos.2 and 3 demarcated by letters
BCD.

10. That, the Defendant Nos. 2 & 3 had applied for Sanction of the

Layout with the Nagpur Metro Regional Development
Authority [NMRDA] for sanction of layout plan in Khasra nos,

125/3, 125/4, 125/5/1. The Plaintiff had raised the
Objection with the NMRDA on or about 01.12.18, stating that
layout plan submitted by the Defendant Nos.2 and 3 be not
sanctioned or approved, as there are glaring discrepancies in
the measurement of the land. That NMRDA has Issued the
letter dated 11/1/2019, stating that in the Measurement case
ne. 1250/18 (appears to have been wrongly mentioned as

Ny gmmas ma b p e —
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nﬂﬂ[nﬂ
Measyrem ent Cass No.1240,/201m)

Plaintigr WS presant the father of the

. And the kayout lias been sanctioned In
3122018 -r:::;hn the measuremunt of land undertaken on
1e Flaintiff, has any objection in respect of
his boundaries, that Plaintift should raise the phjection with
the Competent Authorities. The copy of letter dited

COnsonance

VLL2019 is filed herewith as DOCUMENT No, 11, for ldnd
perusal of this Hon'ble Court,

The Plaintill was completely taken a back on going through

the letter dated 11.01,19 as described above. The Plaintiff
was not completely unaware of the Measurement Case No.
1250/2018, as the Plaintiff or his father were nevet present

in the alleged measurement, as claimed by the Authorities.
That, subsequently In order to ascertaln the details of
procesdings of measurement case no. 1250/18, as observed

in letter dated 11/1/2019, issyed by the NMRDA. o the
Plalntiff, wherein he came to know that the case no. in the
letter dated 11,/1,/2019 is incorrectly mentionad and correct
case no. 1240,/2018, applied for the certified copies of the
entire proceedings from the Dy. Superintendent of Land
Records, Nagpur (Gramin), the copy of which is filed herewith
as DOCUMENT No.12 for kind perusal of the Hon'ble Court.
That, the Plaintiff submits that if the Patwari Map, Village
Map is perused, the same will reflect the correct position of
the Jocation of Kh. No. 125, which is in consonance with the
actual location of the land, as per the measurement of the
land of Kh. No. 125/1(=), in the year 1994, and so also, the
correct location of the land being Kh. No. 125/1(%) in the

year 2019, as per the measurement done by the Authorities.

Ny gmmas ma b p e —



: layout plan
12. That, thereafter Plaintlff has applied for 3

13,

sanctioned and approved by the NMRDA in respect of the

kand of defondant Nos, 2 & 3. The copy of the same, s filed

herewith as DOCUMENT Ne. 13 for kind perusal of the

Hon'ble Court. That, on perusal of the said layout sanction
plan, that It is manifestly clear that the defendant Nos. 2 &3
have Incorrectly shown the location of Tand, being Kh. No.
L25/3, 124/4. 125/5/1, and the layout has been sanctioned
by the NMRDA on the incorrect location, wherein the land of
PIRIRLIFE s involved au:-! the defendant Nos. 2 & 3 have done
the encroachment on the land of Plaintiff. Thus, the NMRDA

OUBht not to have sanctioned the layout on the land of
defendant Nos. 2 &3,

The Plaintiff further submits that, the defendant Nos. 2 & 3

on the basis of the alleged sanctioned layout of residential

group housing and would try to create third pagty interest by
selling the same to the prospective purchasers, involving the
land of the Plaintiff demarcated by letters B C D {as shown in
Measurement Map dated 14.01.1%), then there will he
multiplicity of the litipations and disputes, even though the

opt
defendant nos. 2 & 3 does not have any right, title and :;*
interest to sell the land of the Plaintiff out of Khasra No. - A
125/1(®%). Thus, the defendant nos, ? & 3, needs to be ':'}x\ 3!':
restrained from creating any third party interest, on the hasis ""*:,_Ji.r &1

of the alleged plan, sanctioned by the NMRD.A At this i
juncture, the Plaintiff submits that although the layout plan
appears to have been sanctioned by NMRDA, wherein the
land of Plaintiff is also involved (B C D), however, as on today
on spot, the actual demarcation is vet to be done by affixing
wooden pegs in land demarcated by letters B CD. Thus, as on

Ny gmmas ma b p e —
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loday, ng Wi ﬂrﬂfnup

|
land of Plainygy 1ousing of residential scheme in the

s undertaken |
o NOWEL, the Pinintiff strongl
apprebends thar undor o

Defendan Nos2 and 3 ::Ej:::::::.l{:“ "”ﬂ}":;"' T:n thi

W0 the land of Plaintill in Khase: 2 .l proceed with wor
n Mo 125/ 1{w), which act on

the part of the Defendant Nos2 and 3 would be prejudicial
and detrimental to the interests of the Plaintifl thereby the
Plaintiff would be deprived of his property. The Plaintiff has
already been deprived of the land demarcated by letters B €
D aut of his field Khasra No. 125/1(w) admeasuring about

, 032 Hec. R as the said land is in possession of the Defendant
Nuos2 and 3. In view of the above mentioned aspects, the
Plaintiff is therefore, entitled to decree for possession against
Defendant Nos2 and 3 in respect of area admeasuring 0.32
Hec. R demarcated by letters (B C D) out of field Khasra No.
125/1(®) of Mouza Jamtha, owned by Plaintfl as detailed
above. The plaintff has issued notice ufsec. B0 of CPC to

defendant, copy of which is filed herewith as POCT. No, 14

!  14. That, the cause of action of the present suit arose on
11/1/2019, when the Plaintiff received a letter dated
11.01.19 from NMRDA, to resolve the dispute from the
competent authorities, and have sanctioned the plan on the
land of defendant nos. 2 & 3. It further arose when
defendants 2 & 3 have incorrectly shown their location of the

land and incorrect measurement report, in which the land of

Plaintiff is involved. Hence, the instant suit is [led within

g limitation.

15, The "suit property” is situated in Nagpur Rural Tahsil, within
the territorial limits of jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Court and

based on the value of the claim in the suit and the reliefs

By gmmasd w8 e i e
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16. That, for the purpase
yoao | ¥ :
Rs. Hﬂj'r"[whlch is forty time

and the coutt fees of Rs. 200/ i8 pal |
\ accordance with provision

d he rnwlth .

¢ of the
present sult is yalued b

Maharashtra Court Fees Act, 1959,

17. The Plaintiff is filing documents as per the list based on his

present knowledge, possession and custody and further
reserve his right to make suitable amendments to the plalnt
upon the defendant placing on record any documents, which

may require such amendment

PRAYER :- Itis therefore prayed to this Hon'ble Court be pleased
s B

i) Declare that the Plaintiff is the Owner of all that
plece and parcel of the land, being Khasra no.

| 125/1(%),|admeasuring 1.01 HR, Revenue Rs.
3.70, Class-] rig_hI;, situated at Mouza Jamtha,

P.H. no 42, Tah, Nagpur (Rural), Dist. Nagpur;

i) Declare that the measurement report dated

14.1.2019 in Measurement Case No. 4000/18
issued by Defendant No. 1 and particularly
defendant No.1(b) is not in consonance with the
actual wvillage map and as such the

measurement done by the defendant nol s
illegal and not binding upon the Plaintiff.
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i)

Peclare  thar defendant nog, 2 & 3 have
Encrichiod Upon the land of the Plaintff, |
ndmeasuring area 032 Hee B which s |
delineated in the Mimsurement ropoed, dated
144142019 and demarcated hy letiers B G D,
and accordingly, Decree for possession of land

sdmeasiring 0.32 Hee, & demarcatod by letters
B €D out of Khasma Mo, 125/1(w) of Mouza

Jamtha, situated . in Nagpur Rural, District
Nagpur be passed in favour of Plaintiff against
Defendant Nos2 and 3, and consequently, the
Plaintiff be put into actual, physical and vacant
possession of the land demarcated by letters

BCD

iv)] Permanently restrain defendant nos, 2 & 3,
thelr agents, servants, representatives
employees or any person claiming through
them or representing them, from créating any
third party interest in the area of land bearing
Khasra No. 125/1[®%) of Mouza Jamtha in
Nagpur Rural, District Nagpur as well as from
changing the nature of the sald land under the
pretext of the alleged sanctioned plan by
N.M..R.D.A on the land of Plaintiff,

vl  direct enquiry into mesne profits against the

Defendant Nos.2 and 3 and in favour of the

Nl plaintiff in order to compensate the Plaintiff for
the unuauthorised use and oceupation of the
land demarcated by letters B C Dby Defendant
Nos.2 and 3, which belongs to and owned by

Ny gmmas ma b p e —
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Plaintill, being part and parcel of the land
bearing Khasrn Mo, 125/ 1(w) of Mouza Jamtha,
Magpur Rural, Distriet Nagpur

wi)  Any other pelisf, which deems Fit in the facts and

clrcumstances of the case.

vil] - Cost of the suit be saddled on defendants.

Nagpur, — 'ﬁvﬂib

Dated Brar01g Plaintiff

\>-

Counsel for Plaintifs

VERIFICATION

That, the contents of para 1 1 17 are true to my personal

knowledge, memary and belief, Henee verified, signed and thisio
day of April, 20 19, at Nagpur,

Finaly

Platntiff

Ny gmmas ma b p e —
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L Pushpale sfo. Vikas Kewale, aped about 24 yoirs, (b, o
student, R/o. 104, Chhatrapat] Napar, Nagpur, o by Lk

s 1
aath and state on solomn affirmation that the contents of par

ik, T hatt
to 17 are true to my personal nowledge, memory and b I

4 ol ihio
1, have read the same and understosd from my counsel |

. « [plormmdtion
averments which are of legal nature are true 18 L LEOEEEH

; Wl o
recelved by my counsel Hence, verified, signed andl alfirme

thist ¥t day of April, 2019 at Nagpur.

e
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" NAGPUR.
MM
Pushpal ..Vs.. Slate of Mah,
I W
{Passed on ﬂg!ﬂ‘?f!&ﬂii]

rL"'

Today, plalntiff nnd defendint are present before e
nlong with thei counsel, Parties ate identified by their counsel. The
parties are arrived at compromise and compromise memo is filed at

Fxh. 43, Defendant No.l has given no objection to the compromise

G.sF'ﬂ_n LN

.1

between the parties. The compromises memo 5 read and recorded.

Hence, | proceed m pss following order :

1]
2] Decree by drnwn, URAccordingly.
Drared J0gso9va020
Nagpur 4
|r"lﬁ 'y
X
p
IR Y
3 B
5
NaGS.»
THUE Copy
E%ﬂt,
THI
NG Croeges, - pu
i P}*L_ YEROX BY
“FrerChepeps,
I- |-.||"WI"-:'I.___"_“_I;-“_"
Ao I:h_n-":.lﬂ.s 3

—
=
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e

R.C.5. NO.595/2019

e r 11 T i "
H ushpak Kawale,

P— VE-
.‘l.j_d__ J] State of Maharashira and others.

/¢« " APPLICATION FOR PASSING DECREE IN TERMS OF

COMPROMISE.

The plaintiff and defendant Nos.2 and 3

# submits as under : -

e
;ﬂﬂcﬁétl 1, The plaintiff has already deleted the name of the

# -
v defendant no. 1, as in view of compromise no
=
=)

-,fl relief is necessary against the defendant no.1.

2. The plaintiff is in possession of the land Khasra
No. 125/1(k] area 1.01 Hectare of MouzaJamtha,

ORI P.H. No. 42, Nagpur (Rural), District Nagpur.

;o
A A
'|

— "'i".".]
e




q are in POSSEssigy,
I!1||

fendant NOS. 2 and
125/3/4/5/1 srea 1.9,

p.H. No. 42, Nagpur

3, The de
d Khasra No-

lhf lar
MouzaJamtha,

Hectare of
(Rural), District Nagpur,
have scttled their
out by Land
Prat

4, The parties to this applicatior!
dispute after measurement carried
Records Department on 10.1,2022 and K-
issued by the said Department regarding Kh. No.

125/1(k) and 125/1(kh). The terms and

conditions of the settlement are as under :

(i) ® That the plaintiff is the owner ofeland

bearing Kh.No. 125/1(k) area 1.01 Hectare of Mouza

Jamtha, P.H. 42, Nagpur (Rural), District Nagpur.

(i) That, the defendant no. 2 and 3 are the

owners of land bearing Kh. No. 125/3/4/5/1 area

e
% 1.92 Hectare of Mouza Jamtha, P.H. 42 Nagpur

" (Rural), District Nagpur,

(iii) That, the measurement carried out by Land
Records Department, Nagpur on 10.1.2022 and K-Prat
issued by the said Department




‘.:L:qﬁhr.

L

this co
LM promi s
18¢ petition is acceptable to both the

parties a
nd ar : :
¢a dimension aof their respective fand

shown {
n the o At A
map is binding on both the partics.

[iv]
That, the parties have agrec-:l o co-operate

with ¢ :
ach other for correction of the map oo the basis

of measurement carricd on 10.1.2022, The panit-'ﬁ

have further agreed to bear the expenses for E,E'tling:

the map corrected in proportion 1o their area of land.

[v) That, the plaintiff is in pussasﬂiﬂn of land
which is at MNorthern side of Kh. Mo, 125/2 Mouza

Jamtha of Sur Family.

{vi) That, the defendant Pap, 2 & 3 are in

possession of land Kh. No 125/3/4/5/1 which is on

ide of Kh. No. 125/2 Mouza Jamtha of Sur

Southern S

Family.

[wii) That, the parties shall mot dispute the
measurement on 10.1.2022 and possession of the

parties shown in the map K-Prat.

[wiii) That, the parties shall co-operate and sign

all the applications, affidavits and take such other
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steps for ©
10.1.2022,
i al with
(i) The parties arc {ree to dispose of, de
12X

: ire. Now there
their respective lands as per their desire

i fendant Nos.
will be no injunction order against the de

' ' or
2 and 3 to restrain them from deahng with
disposing off properties.
(x) That, the plaintiff shall not raise any kind of

dispute, objection etc, in respect of the land of the
defendant Nos. 2 and 3 and he will not object the
defendant No.2 and 3 to deal with or dispose off their
land. Similarly the defendant ne. 2 and 32 shall not
raise objection in respect of the land of the plaintiff

and they will not abject the plaintiff to deal with or
dispose off his land.

) That, the terms of this compromise shall be
binding upon plaintiff, defendant Nos, 2 and 3 and

their legal heirs, repre sentatives, assigns ete,

(211 That, parties shall bear their own costs,
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W compromise is not in eollusion.
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~RAYER: |tijg therefore, humbly prayed that the

present suit may kindly be decreed in

terms of compromise.

NAGPUR:
DATED: {7 /09/2022 % L)
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Délendant No. 2
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Defendant no. 3
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Nagpur o1l this

[ know and identify the deponent.

s.ﬂr) “
(B
Advocate.

SOLEMN AFFIRMATION

I, Vyankatesh S/o. Trambakrao Kunawar,
aged about 60 years, Occ. Business, r/o 10, Shivaji
Nagar, Nagpur, the defendant No. 3 here do hereby
take path and declare on solemn affirmation that the
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1I_E . - i - i 1
Are identified by their counsel, They have given no objection o settle

the matter Pirties have prefer

ted this compromise memorandunt, |
have verified

the parties as to be contnins of the compromise
e el = & 'I.1
memorandum and their signature on the same. Parties admitte

i X L H El
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recorded. J
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OR DIVISION, NAGPUR,

. 595/2019 lvide |
Exh =456
|'t|.':11]m|-: Vvikas [Kawnle
n/0. 104, Chhatrapat: Nagar,
N”_._-._I-n”,' -'|-'1-|.-.|[]]5
vore Plintiff
X ERSUS ...
1) State of r'*?"‘h"“"“'l-'-l-'ﬂ through Collector
R/o - B. The Taluka ap '
5 sretor Gl -1_ln_:1'51er_-.m ol Land records,
i olisctaor, Civil Lines, Nagpur. ....Defendant

|
(Note - Deft. no. 1 deleted yide order passed below Exh = 42)

2 Vyankatesh Trambakrao Kunawar
R/o Plot no 10, Rachna Galaxy, Shivaji nagar. Nagput
Advocate - 8. M. Ghare

4} Kamal Ramesh Mohta
R/6 Bunglow No. 2, Nelson squace,
Chhindwara Road, Nagpur.
»

Advocate for Plaintiff - G B. Sawal
Advocatefor Defendant 2 &3 -5. M. Ghare

ORDER BELOW EXH.A3.

Shei. G.B.Sawal i5 present.

Today plaintff and his counsel
¢ M. Ghare is present.
e the matter.

nd his counsel Shri. Parties are

have given no objection o settl
{ have verified the parties

pefendant No. 2 @
identified by their counsel, They

parties have preferred this compromise memaorandum.

mise memorandum and their signature on the

45 to be contains of the compro
¢ Therefore, COMPromise

came. Parties admitted content and true and correc

memo read and recorded.
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