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\, FORM OF ORDER SHEET. .
fif -
DISTRICT S
COURT OF I{ 11 |
Present :- _ : : ! f S
SUIT / CASE No. Title suit 13 of 201 i
versus ' |
' Serial | Date of Order or other proceeding | Sign | Office
' number | Order or of |action
. p;ogceedi i . | |Co ta::n
‘Z"‘.«-“’V 25.1. | The record is put up for order with respect ti g i : ‘ yme L
L 2012 | plaintiff under Order 39 rule 1 and 2 read with section 1 code
' The plaint case in brief is that both the plami i t_}are
members of the joint Hindu family and legal ‘ usan !
| | Mukherjee who was the original owner of the § 511 l‘ t of af i
| | purchase deed dated 2.7.1938. The said  he hisl 4
= : ‘name. After his death his widow Pratima Mukhe i, i T:hreei !
‘ ‘daughters became the joint owners of the suit| prope 1e of i
i | \inheritance and there was a clear undﬂstandmg[ tiveer s thai; i
, : } (the property will be divided by amicably parutlon : g airs of : : i
’ | Pumendu bhusan Mukherjee. The widow of ‘ felj'ee*; : ‘rg 1
? dled in the year 1986 leaving the rest of the h : " ﬁves,i P !
A ‘among which, one of the sons namélgﬁ sH Mkberie: '.= &= : ; :
i ‘bachelor, as a result of which, the suit ptope: ” 3l S 8] Hk‘!;: i ‘
éplamtxff and the defendants, in proportionate Il\;l AT 'f.,' ; Eh m: !
sharers Portiosh Mukhetjee also died in the year : ; !
! ;his proportionate share in the property in | ; | '
%’(defendant no.3) on execution of the will ! .
%Mukherjee also died leaving behind the : a 5
!sisters Saraswati Ghoshal di_ed leaving ‘ ;
: iis a case of the plaintiff that after the dez i
‘no.1 has surreptitiously taken away ;
= icustody. In or about December 1 W 1
& betiveen the parties by which it was & _— _-’ént: o |
full responsibility to look after ﬁmﬁer S . . '
been residing in a portion of lh ancestral r; _ :
i)rbperty) on payment of all municipal taxe§7 1: :
purchased a flat nearby the suit property and v, i
e p1a1nt1tf that the former had been dlsturbmg :
1' progerty for ‘which he had to taken ¢ ¥ !




' that cannot be compensated by money.
l
|
i
[not been partitioned yet, I opined that an order of stai

i Hence, it is

|

Dictated and corrected by me
|

temporary order for maintaining peace. In view o
,prayed for the relief of injunction against the

'restralmng him from causing any change in the na

suit property or disturbing his possession, therein.
I have the heard the submission of the 1d. COL?

t appEarsﬂto me
4 ,
prima facie case and the balance of COnvemence

lies in his favour. He has also made out a case of 1rr<-:

So, I am, inclined to allow the prayer for ad interir
of the plaintff. But, since, the property is allegedly a

_]HSt in the present circumstances of the case.

ORDERED

that the prayer for ad interim injunction is alloweds

Both the plaintiff and defendant no.1 are dlrected itp :

in respect of the nature, character and possession Jrf' ;

2.3 012 Issue notice upon the defendant no.l t

days as to why the prayer for injunction shall not be F{ !L

Plaintiff to comply with the provisions of Otder 39
forthw1th

CJ (SD)
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__ad-interim order of mjaunctlon

‘hence, it can &

till the final

C.dJ ,i{Sr. D).

24! Court, Howr:

2l 950
A D-%3086

§ tBe gours of o

v} Judge, (s, e Ol ¢
nd @burt, Bowrib e —o2-\G

T.S no. 13 of 2012

Order dated. 15.03.2016

¥ NVERRRSTUALN
The plamtn”f ﬁle% hazu:a \ ! \ s

Thet cefendants arc absent without steps on repeated calls.

Ld ‘Aﬁ € plamm[f verbdlly prays for making absolute &Mé/

Hd. considered. ' 7,3. D4

I & s -
Sincg, the defendants are absent without %teps and are not

: Pt
opposing the gaid verbal bubrmssxon of Jd. Advocale for plalntllf and since,

i ""'”-ad—in;terim o

‘the verbal praf}:r_er of the Ld. Advocate for the plaintiff, Though., some rulings

£S

‘ o s
der of mJuncuon is still cmlm reehis court is inclined to allow

were i‘efcm‘ﬁi by the Ld. Advocatevfor the:defendants on 21.01.2015 but no
‘such rulings sc ems toi, have been filed by the Ld. Advocate for the defendants

1ts have, not placed

- be assumud that the defendeu
i th 21.01. 2015 bciorc' ‘rhls Court.

Henee, =
Ordered.

Thiat [the ad-interim order of injunction dated. 25.01.2012 is made

“absolute till thie final disposal of the suit.

Bah|the plaintiff and dcfendént‘s are directed to maintain status-

quo in respect] of the nature, character and possession of the suit property

1sposa1 of the suit’ Accordingly. the pi:tition for temporary

injunction is cfh}sp‘osed“off.

2 Courty Howrah

*'?f’Sr Divn.). i
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