HURSH P. JANI SOLICITORS & ADVOCATES
SOLICITOR & ADVOCATE CORPORATE ATTORNEYS

PARESH R. JANI '
SOLICITOR & ADVOCATE g Janl & Co.

HOUSE “M”, MONDEAL RETAIL PARK, BETWEEN ISKCON TEMPLE AND RAJPATH CLUB, S. G. HIGHWAY,
BODAKDEV AHMEDABAD - 380059, PHONE (0) 079 - 29710100, 29710200 E-mail : janiandco@gmail.com

RN 12434/2021
To,
Constera Realty Pvt. Ltd.

TITLE CERTIFICATE CUM TITLE REPORT

Reg.:- Non Agricultural land totally
admeasuring 17,086.20 Sq. mtrs. forming
part of Sub Plot No. 1 of Final Plot No.
297/1/2 + 297/4/1+ 297/2/2 and Final Plot
No. 297/1/1/2 + 297/4/2/2 +297/2/1/2
+297/3/1/2 (given in lieu of Block No.
64/A/2, Block No. 65/B/2, Block No.
67/A/2, Block No. 70/A/2, Block No. 64/B,
Block No. 65/A and Block No. 67/B/1) in

Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 217
(Bhadaj- Shilaj- Sola- Hebatpur- Thaltej)
(given in lieu of Block No. 64/A/2, Block
No. 65/B/2, Block No. 67/A/2, Block No.
70/A/2, Block No. 64/B, Block No. 65/A
and Block No. 67/B/1) in Draft Town
Planning Scheme No. 217 (Bhadaj- Shilaj-
Sola- Hebatpur- Thaltej) situate, lying and
being at Moje Hebatpur, Taluka Ghatalodiya
and in the Registration District of
Ahmedabad and Sub District of Ahmedabad
- 09 (Bopal) and belonging to Constera
Realty Pvt. Ltd.
As per instructions, we have investigated the titles of the above
referred land and have caused to be taken searches (partly manual
and partly computerized up to date of search ie. 11-08-2021) of
available revenue and registration record for last 30 years through
our search clerk and from that and from the information given to

us and believing the same to be true, correct and trustworthy and
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also believing the revenue records/ documents,/ papers/copies etc

lying in his/its file to be true and genuine, and also based upon

the information given to us that no transfer/agreement was made

in respect of the land during the period for which the record is not

available which would make the title defective, we hereby give our

certificate cum report on title as under:

1)

That as per notification no. Kon -- Ahmedabad.184 dated 17-
03-1964 passed by the Settlement Commissioner and Land
Record Inspector published on page no. 915 of the Gazette of
Gujarat Government, Baroda Department on 26-03-1964 and
vide order bearing no. Kon/Hebatpur dated 23-09-1964,
amalgamation scheme became applicable to the land of
village Hebatpur and as per the said resolution,
Amalgamation sheet were prepared and given Block No.’s to
different Survey No.’s. Mutation Entry to the said effect was
made in the revenue record of the said land by entry No. 775

dated 17-07-1965.

That in above referred mutation entry no. 775 of
amalgamation scheme, the details pertaining to occupier and
area of block no’s. were not mentioned. Hence New
Mutation Entry was entered in revenue record and details of
Block No.’s and its occupier were mentioned in the

following manner:-

Sr. | Survey | Block | Area Occupier Names
No. | No. No. (in
mAcre
~-Gs.)
1. |67 64 03-27 (1) Ranchhodbhai

Chhaganbhai and  (2)
Joitabhai Chhaganbhai

2. |68 65 02-05 Ramabhai =~ Chhaganbhai
Prajapati
3. |69 67 |02:26 | (1) Ranchhodbhai |
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Chhaganbhai and (2)
Joitaram Chhaganbhai
4. |73/2 70 01-09 Prahladbhai Jesangbhai

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 784 dated 17-01-1966.

3) That prior to the Amalgamation scheme, said Prahladbhai
Jesangbhai had sold the said land bearing Survey No. 73/2
(presently given Block No. 70) admeasuring Acre 01-09 Gs.
to (1) Ranchhodbhai Chhaganbhai Prajapati and (2) Joitaram
Chhaganbhai. Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in
the revenuer record vide Entry No. 767. However in the
Amalgamation Sheet name of Prahladbhai Jesangbhai was

appeared,

4) That in mutation entry no. 933, it is held that the sale deed

of land bearing Survey No. 68 (Block No. 65) executed in
favour of Prajapati Ramabhai Chhaganbhai is valid as both
the parties were Agriculturist and also ordered to close the
proceedings under the Tenancy Act. Mutation Entry to the
said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry No.

933 dated 17-01-1979.

5) That in mutation entry no. 934, it is held that sale deed of
land bearing Survey No.69 (Block No. 67) executed in favour
of (1) Ranchhodbhai Chhaganbhai and (2) Joitaram
Chhaganbhai is valid as both the parties were agriculturist.
Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 934 dated 17-01-1979.

6) That said Ranchhodbhai Chhaganbhai died intestate on 13-
01-1982. Hence names of his heirs viz. (1) Joitiben wd/o
‘Ranchhodbhai (2) Kashiram Ranchhodbhai (3) Amrutlal
Chhaganbhai (4) Jagdishbhai Ranchhodbhai (5) Vallabhbhai
and (6) Kanaiyalal Ranchhodbhai were entered in the
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revenue record of the land bearing Block No. 64, 67 and 70.
Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1061 dated 06-06-1982.

That as per provision of Tenancy Act, proceedings under
Sec. 84C of Tenancy Act was initiated against (1) Ramabhai
Chhaganbhai (2) Joitabhai Chhaganbhai (3) Ranchhodbhai
Chhaganbhai (4) Chimanlal Joitabhai and (5) Dinubhai
Joitabhai. However (1) Ramabhai Chhaganbhai (2) Joitabhai
Chhaganbhai (3) Ranchhodbhai Chhaganbhai (4) Chimanlal
Joitabhai and (5) Dinubhai Joitabhai were owners of
agricultural land in the Village Makaraba of Taluka City,
hence proceedings under Sec. 84 C of Tenancy Act were
dropped with respect to land bearing Block No. 64, 65, 67, 70
and other lands. Mutation Entry to the said effect was made

in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1152 dated 01-01-1987.

That said Joitaram Chhaganbhai died intestate on 10-12-
1987, hence names of his heirs viz. (1) Jeevatben wd/o
Joitaram (2) Sitaben Joitaram (3) Dineshbhai Joitaram (4)
Padmaben Joitaram (5) Vijaybhai Chimanlal (6) Hansaben
wd/o Chimanlal (7) Minor Meetaben through her guardian
Hansaben and (8) Minor Lataben through her guardian
Hansaben were entered as Co. owners of the land bearing
Block No. 64, 67 and 70. Mutation Entry to the said effect
was made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1178 dated

30-05-1988.

That said (1) Jeevatben wd/o joitaram (2) SitabenJoitaram
(3) Padmaben Joitaram (4) Hansaben wd/o Chimanlal (5)
Minor Meetaben through her guardian Hansaben and (6)
Minor Lataben through her guardian Hansaben released
their rights from the land bearing Block No. 64, 67 and 70.
Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1179 dated 30-05-1988.
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10)  That said (1) Amarabhai Nagajibhai Bharvad (2) Gafurbhai
Nagajibhai Bharvad (3) Raghubhai Nagajibhai Bharvad and
(4) Jivanbhai Nagajibhai Bharvad had instituted a Civil Suit
No. 554/2001 before the Ahmedabad Civil Judge (Rural)
against (1) Joitiben wd/o Ranchhodbhai (2) Kashiram
Ranchhodbhai (3) Amrutbhai Ranchhodbhai (4) Jagdishbhai
Ranchhodbhai (5) Vallabhbhai Ranchhodbhai (7) Dinubhai
alias Dineshbhai Ranchhodbhai (8) Vijaybhai Ranchhodbhai
and (9) Ramabhai Chhaganbhai. In the said suit the plaintiffs
had claimed that they had cultivated the said land bearing
Survey No. 63/1, 67, 68, 73/2 from 45 years and also they
are doing farming activity along with animal husbandry
since many year. Therefore they have right, title and interest
in the said suit land as per provision of the Tenancy Act and

also the said suit lands was possessed by the plaintiffs.

Hence the plaintiffs had prayed for to grant permanent
injunction against the Defendants or their agents, servant
from transferring, selling, mortgaging the said suit lands to

any third parties.

11) That a Family Partition took place between Ramabhai
Chhaganbhai and other family members pursuant to which
the land bearing Block No. 64,65, 67 and 70 came to the share

of following persons:-

Sr. Block Occupier Names
No. | No.
1. 64 (1) Ramabhai Chhaganbhai (2) Dineshbhai
Joitaram (3) Vijaybhai Chimanlal and (4)
Joitiben wd/o Ranchodbhai Chhaganbhai
2. 65 (1) Joitiben wd/o Ranchhodbhai Prajapati
and (2) Dineshbhai Joitaram and (3)
Ramabhai Chhaganbhai

67 (1) Ramabhai Chhaganbhai (2) Joitiben
Ranchhodbhai (3) Dineshbhai Joitaram
and (4) Vijaybhai Chimanlal

€3]
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12)

13)

4. 70 (1) Ramabhai Chhaganbhai (2) Dineshbhai
Joitaram (3) Vijaybhai Chimanbhai and (4)
Joitiben Ranchhodbhai

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1534 dated 20-06-2001.

That said Ramabhai Chhaganbhai Prajapati died intestate on
26-11-2003. Hence names of his heirs viz. (1) Jamanaben
wd/o Ramabhai Chhaganlal (2) Naginbhai Ramabhai (3)
Kantibhai Ramabhai (4) Maheshbhai Ramabhai (5)
Manjulaben Ramabhai (6) Geetaben Ramabhai and (7)
Hasumatiben Ramaben were entered as Co-owners of the
land bearing Block No. 64, 65, 67 and 70. Mutation Entry to
the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry

No. 1604 dated 17-09-2005.

That said (1) Kantibhai Ramabhai Prajapati and (2)
Vallabhbhai Ranchhodbhai Prajapati had instituted a Civil
Suit No. 1193/2006 before the Ahmedabad City Civil Court
against (1) Maheshbhai Ramabhai Prajapati (2) Naginbhai
Ramabhai Prajapati (3) Jamanaben wd/o Ramabhai Prajapati
(4) Amrutlal Ranchhodbhai Prajapati (5) Jagdishbhai
Ranchhodbhai Prajapati (6) Heirs of Kashiram Prajapati (a)
Manojbhai Kashiram and (b) Jayeshbhai Kashiram (7)
Kanaiyalal Ranchhodbhai Prajapati (8) Dineshbhai Joitaram
Prajapati and (9) Vijaybhai Chimanlal Prajapati. In the said
suit the plaintiffs had claimed that they have right, title and
interest in the said land bearing Block No. 64,65,67,70 of
village Hebatpur and several other properties as the said
suit lands were ancestral properties. The Plaintiff had
alleged that defendant no. 1 to 3 had by fraudulent WILL of
their father viz. Ramabhai Prajapati bequeath rights in the
said suit land in their favour. Moreover they have also
registered the said fraudulent WILL before the Sub

Registrar. Hence plaintiff had prayed for to grant permanent
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injunction against the defendants or thereby agents, servant
from transferring, selling, mortgaging the said suit lands to

any third parties.

14)  That one (1) Madhuben w/o Dineshkumar Joitaram (2)
Sarika Dineshkumar (3) Nilam Dineshkumar (Sr. 2 and 3 are
through their power of attorney holder Bharatkumar
Dineshbhai  Prajapati)(4) Pankti  Dineshkumar (5)
Bharatkumar Dineshbhai Prajapati had instituted a Regular
Civil Suit No. 654/2006 before the Principal Civil Judge
Ahmedabad against (1) Dineshkumar Joitaram Prajapati (2)
Vijaybhai Chimanbhai Prajapati (3) Joitiben wd/o
Ranchhodbhai Chhaganbhai (4) Kashiram Ranchhodbhai (5)
Jagdishbhai Ranchhodbhai (6) Kanaiyalal Ranchhodbhai and
(7) Ramabhai Chhaganbhai. In the said suit plaintiffs had
claimed that they have right, title and interest in the said
land bearing Block No. 64,67 and 70 and other lands as the

said suit lands are ancestral property of Joitaram
Chhaganlal. The plaintiffs had alleged that defendant no. 1
had sold the said suit lands to third party. Hence Plaintiffs
had prayed for to grant permanent injunction against the
Defendant No. 1 or thereby agents, servant from
transferring, selling, mortgaging the said suit lands to any

third parties.

15) That said Ramabhai Chhaganbhai Prajapati died on 26-11-
2003, left behind him a WILL, whereby he has bequeath his
right, title and interest in the said land bearing Block No. 64,
65, 67, 70 and other lands to (1) Jamanaben wd/o Ramabhai
and (2) Maheshbhai Ramabhai. The said WILL was executed
before the Notrary Public Rekha J. Vasubandhu at Serial No.
695/2003 on 12-11-2003. Mutation Entry to the said effect
was made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1689 dated
29-05-2007.

That thereafter Mamlatdar, Daskroi by his order
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16)

17)

bearing No. R.T.S./ Takrari Case No. 238/07 dated 16-09-
2008, ordered to cancel the mutation entry no. 1689 as the
Notice under Sec. 135 D was not served and wvarious

litigation has been filed with respect to said WILL.

That it appears that said (1) Sitaben d/o Joitaram
Chhaganlal and (2) Padmaben d/o Joitaram had made and
application to the Talati of Hebatpur to enter their names on
the revenue record of the land bearing Block No. 64, 65, 67
and 70 and the Talati of Hebatpur had not entered their
names in the revenue records of the said lands. Therefore
said Sitaben d/o Joitaram and others had filed a Writ
Petition bearing Special Civil Application No. 4805/2008
before the Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat against State of
Gujarat and others. The Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat by its
order dated 17-03-2008, directed the Talati of Hebatpur
Gram Panchayat to consider the application made by Sitaben
d/o Joitaram and other and to enter the names of Sitaben
d/o Joitaram and others in the revenue record of the land
bearing Block No. 64, Block No. 65, Block No. 467, Block No.
70 and other lands. Mutation Entry to the said effect was
made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1729 dated 12-05-
2008.

Thereafter Mamlatdar, Daskroi by his order bearing
No. R.T.S./ T.C. No. 328/08 dated 30-06-2009, ordered to
cancel the said Mutation Entry No. 1729 dated 12-05-2008.

That one Amarabhai Nagajibhai and others had filed Ganot
Case before the Mamlatdar and Agricultural Land Tribunal,
Daskroi, claiming that they had cultivated the said land
bearing Block No. 64, 65, 67, 70 and other lands as Tenant
since many years and also had prayed for the fixation of
purchase price of the said land as per provisions of the
Tenancy Act. The Mamlatdar and Agricultural TLand

Tribunal, Daskroi by his order bearing Ganot Case No.
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54/2002 and Case No. 55/2002, ordered to drop the
proceedings under Sec. 70 B of Tenancy Act on the grounds
appellant does not want to proceeds the said matter.
Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1741 dated 11-07-2008.

18) That certain mistakes were found in the computerized
record of land of Block No.64, hence Mamlatdar, Dascroi
vide its order bearing No RTS/Record Promulgation/49/08
said mistakes are rectified and accordingly “Entry No. 6”
was deleted from the 7-12 form of land bearing Block No.64.
Mutation Entry to the said effect is made in the revenue

record vide Entry No 1750 dated 30-08-2008.

19) That in respect to above referred Civil Suit No. 1193/2006, a

Lis Pendens was registered by Kantibhai Ramabhai Prajapati
before the Sub Registrar of Ahmedabad - 03 (Memnagar) at
Serial No. 2481 on 04-04-2009 for land bearing Block No.
64,65,67 and 70. Mutation Entry to the said effect was made
in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1780 dated 23-04-2009,

which was cancelled as stay order was not produced.

20) That said (i) Joitiben wd/o Ranchhodbhai died intestate on
13-01-1999 and (ii) Kashiram Ranchhodbhai died intestate on
18-09-2001; hence names of their heirs viz. (1) Heirs of
Joitiben wd/o Ranchhodbhai(a) Amrutbhai Ranchhodbhai
(b) Jagdishbhai Ranchhodbhai (¢) Vallabhbhai Ranchhodbhai
and (d) Kanaiyalal Ranchhodbhai (2) Heirs of Kashiram
Ranchhodbhai viz. (a) Lalitaben alias Leelaben wd/o
Kashiram (b) Manojbhai Kashiram (c) Jayeshbhai Kashiram
and (d) Dakshaben Kashiram were entered as co-owners of
the land bearing Block No. 64, 65, 67 and 70. Mutation Entry
to the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry

No. 1826 dated 12-07-2010.
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21)

22)

That said (1) Amrutbhai Ranchhodbhai (2) Jagdishbhai
Ranchhodbhai (3) Vallabhbhai Ranchhodbhai (4) Kanaiyalal
Ranchhodbhai (5) Lalitaben wd/o Kashiram (6) Manojbhai
Kashiram (7) Jayeshbhai Kashiram and (8) Dakshaben
Kashiram (all area as self and as Karta and Manager of their
respective HUF sold and conveyed the said land bearing
Block No. 64 paiki , 65 paiki, 67 paiki and 70 paiki to (1)
Vallabhbhai Prahladbhai Patel and (2) Subhashbhai
Prahladbhai Patel by different sale deeds before the Sub
Registrar of Ahmedabad - 03 (Memnagar) in the following

manner:-

Sr. Block No. | Area (in | Registration No. and |

No. Sq. mtr.) Date

1. 64 paiki 4,957 Serial No. 7382 dated 18- |
07-2006 |

2. 65 paiki 2,866 Serial No. 7385 dated 18-
07-2006

3 67 paiki | 3,574 Serial No. 7384 on 18-07- |
2006 i

4. 70 paiki | 1,652 Serial No. 7378 dated 18- |
07-2006 {

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1827 dated 12-07-2010.

That said (1) Vallabhbhai Prahladbhai Patel and (2)
Subhashbhai Prahladbhai Patel sold and conveyed the said
land bearing Block No. 64 paiki , 65 paiki, 67 paiuki and 70
paiki to Shashikant Vasudevbhai Patel by different sale deed
which  was registered before the Sub Registrar of

Ahmedabad - 03 (Memnagar)in the following manner:-

Sr. Block No. | Area  (in | Registration Nec. and |
No. Sq. mtr.) Date Il
1, 64 paiki | 4,957 Serial No. 12518 dated |

14-12-2006 I
2. 65 paiki 2,866 Serial No. 12520 dated ‘
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14-12-2006

3. 67 paiki 3,574 Serial No. 12523 dated
14-12-2006

4. 70 paiki ! 1,652 Serial No. 12521 dated
14-12-2006

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1828 dated 12-07-2010.

23) That said (1) Sitaben d/o Joitaram Prajapati and (2)
Padmaben d/o Joitaram had instituted Regular Civil Suit
No. 771/2010 before Civil Judge (Rural) at Ahmedabad
against (1) Vijay Chimanlal Prajapati (2) Lataben d/o
Chimanlal Prajapati (3) Mitaben d/o Chimanlal Prajapati
and (4) Dinesh Joitaram Prajapati. In the said suit, the
plaintiffs had claimed that they have right, title and interest

in the said suit lands as the said suit lands are ancestral

properties. The Plaintiffs had alleged that their names were
entered in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1178, however
defendant no. 4 had by fraudulent manner released plaintiffs
rights from the said suit lands by mutation entry no. 1179.
Hence Plaintiffs had claimed for the partition of the said suit
lands and to declare they have right, title and interest in the
said suit lands and also had prayed for to grant permanent
injunction against the defendants or thereby agents, servant
from transferring, selling, mortgaging the said suit lands to

any third parties.

24)  That said Kantibhai Ramabhai Prajapati as self and as Karta
and Manager of his HUF sold and conveyed his share in the
said land bearing Block No. 64 paiki , 65 paiki, 67 paiki and
70 paiki to Shashikantbhai Vasudevbhai Patel by different
sale deeds which was registered before the Sub Registrar of

Ahmedabad - 03 (Memnagar)in the following manner:-

Sr. Block No. | Area (in |Registration No. and

No. Sq. mtr.) Date
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25)

1. 64 paiki 708 Serial No. 7292 dated 25-
05-2010

Z; 65 paiki 409 Serial No. 7289 dated 25-
05-2010

A 67 paiki 510 Serial No. 7290 dated 25-
05-2010

4, 70 paiki 236 Serial No. 7288 dated 25-
05-2010

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue
record vide Entry No. 1829 dated 12-07-2010.

That in respect to above referred Sale Deeds, (1)
Shashiben w/o Kantibhai Ramabhai (2) Riteshbhai Kantibhai
and (3) Vipulbhai Kantibhai has confirmed the above
referred sale deed by Confirmation Deed which was
Notarized before the Notary Public Piyush V. Panchal at
Serial No. 220/2010 on 25-05-2010.

That in respect to above referred sale deeds Kantibhai
Ramabhai Prajapati as self and as Karta and Manager of
their respective HUF has executed Indemnity Bond which
was Notarized before Notary Public Piyush V. Panchal at
Serial No. 216/2010 on 25-05-2010.

That said Vijaybhai Chimanlal as self and as Karta and
Manager of his HUF sold and conveyed the said land
bearing Block No. 64 paiki and 65 paiki to Shashikant
Vasudevbhai Patel by different sale deeds which was
registered before the Sub Registrar of Ahmedabad - 03

(Memnagar) in the following manner:

Sr. Block No. | Area (in | Registration No. and

No. Sq. mtr.) Date

1. 64 paiki 2,479 Serial No. 7293 dated 25f|
05-2010

2 65 paiki 1,433 Serial No. 7294 dated 25-
05-2010
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Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1830 on 12-07-2010.

26) That being aggrieved by the order passed Mamlatdar and
Agricultural Land Tribunal dated 08-10-2007 in Ganot Case
No. 54/02 and Ganot Case No. 55/02, said Amarabhai
Nagajibhai Bharvad and others had filed Appeal before
Deputy Collector (Land Reforms and Appeal), Ahmedabad.
The Deputy Collector (Land Reforms and Appeal),
Ahmedabad by his order bearing No. Ganot Appeal No.
9/2008 dated 30-06-2010, rejected the said appeal and
upheld the order dated 08-10-2007 passed by Mamlatdar and
Agricultural Land Tribunal in Ganot Case No. 54/02 and
Ganot Case No. 55/02. Mutation Entry to the said effect was
made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1835 dated 17-08-
2010.

27)  That said Vijaybhai Chimanlal as self and as Karta and
Manager of his HUF sold and conveyed the said land
bearing Block No. 67 paiki and Block No. 70 paiki to
Shashikant Vasudevbhai Patel by different sale deeds which
was registered before the Sub Registrar of Ahmedabad - 3

(Memnagar) in the following manner:-

Sr. Block No. | Area  (in | Registration No. and

No. Sq. mtr.) Date

Ls 67paiki 1,787 Serial No. 15269 dated
01-12-2010

2. 70paiki 826 Serial No. 15271 dated
01-12-2010

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue
record vide Entry No. 1847 and Entry No. 1846 both dated
22-12-2010.

28) That said (1) Jamanaben wd/o Ramabhai (2) Maheshbhai
Ramabhai and (3) Naginbhai Ramabhai had instituted a
Special Civil Suit No. 820/2011 before the Civil Judge
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29)

(Rural) at Ahmedabad against (1) Kantibhai Ramabhai
Prajapati and (2) Shashikant Vasudevbhai Patel. In the said
suit the plaintiff had claimed that they have right, title and
interest in the said suit land as the said property was
belonging to Ramabhai who is husband and father of the
plaintiffs. Prior to death of Ramabhai he had executed a
WILL whereby he has bequeath his right in the said suit
lands to plaintiffs. Moreover Plaintiff had also filed the
Probate Application before the Hon’ble Court and still is
pending. The plaintiffs had alleged that defendant no. 1 had
illegally sold the said suit lands to Defendant No. 2 by
different sale deeds. Hence plaintiff had prayed for to grant
permanent injunction against the defendants or thereby
agents, servant from transferring, selling, mortgaging the

said suit lands to any third parties.

That said (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram Prajapati (2) Sitaben d/o
Joitaram Prajapati and (3) Padmaben d/o Joitaram Prajapati
had instituted a Special Civil Suit No. 821/2011 before the
Civil Judge (Rural) at Ahmedabad against (1) Vijay
Chimanlal Prajapati and (2) Shashikant Vasudev Patel. In the
said suit plaintiff had claimed that they and defendant no. 1
are the co-owners of the said land bearing Block No.
64,65,67,70 and other lands as the said lands were ancestral
properties whereby they have right, title and interest in the
said suit lands. The Plaintiffs had alleged that defendant no.
1 had only 1/12% share in the said suit property he had sold
1/6™ portion of the said suit lands to defendant no. 2 by
various sale deeds. Hence plaintiffs had prayed to declare
the defendant no. 1 and 2 has no rights in the said suit lands
and also had prayed to restrain the defendants or thereby
agents, servant from transferring, selling, mortgaging the

said suit lands to any third parties.
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30) That vide Resolution bearing No. PFR/102011/275/L/1
dated 17-03-2012 of the revenue department, the
reorganization of Taluka City and Taluka Dascroi of
Ahmedabad District had taken place and accordingly two
new talukas i.e. Ahmedabad (East) and Ahmedabad (West)
were formed and village Hebatpur of Dascroi Taluka then
falls under Ahmedabad city (West). Mutation Entry to the
said effect was made in the revenue record of the said land

by Entry No. 1909 dated 03-05-2012.

31) That vide circular of the Revenue Department, Taluka
Ahmedabad City (East) and Taluka Ahmedabad City (West)
in Revenue District Ahmedabad were reorganized and new
Talukas were formed and accordingly land of Moje

Hebatpurwhich formed part of Taluka Ahmedabad City

(West) is now made part of Taluka Ghatalodiya.

32) That being aggrieved by order dated 30-06-2009 passed by
Mamlatdar, Daskroi in R.T.S./ Takrari Case No. 328/08 of
cancellation of Mutation Entry No. 1729, said Sitaben d/o
Joitaram Prajapati and others had filed Appeal before City
Deputy Collector (West), Ahmedabad. The City Deputy
Collector (West), Ahmedabad by his order bearing No.
R.T.S./ Appeal/ Case No. 163/12 (old Case No. 518/10/
343/11) dated 04-10-2013, Rejected the said appeal on the
ground of that Mamlatdar, Daskroi had passed an order in
R.T.S./ Takrari Case No. 328/08 after reasonable
opportunity of hearing. Mutation Entry to the said effect
was made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1958 dated

08-11-2013.

33) That said Shashikant Vasudevbhai Patel sold and conveyed
the said land bearing Block No. 70 paiki admeasuring 2,714
Sq. mtr. out of total land admeasuring 4,958 Sq. mtr. to
Bhavin Harshadbhai Mehta by sale deed which was
registered before the Sub Registrar of Ahmedabad - 13 (City)
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35)

at Serial No. 871 on 09-05-2014. Mutation Entry to the said
effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1978

dated 09-05-2014.

That said Shashikant Vasudev Patel had filed an application
before the D.I.L.R., however other co-owners had not given
any confirmation for division of the said land bearing Block
No. 64, 65, 67, 70 and other lands. Therefore D.I.L.R. had
filed an Appeal before City Deputy Collector (West)
Ahmedabad. That City Deputy Collector (West) Ahmedabad
by his order bearing No. Con/ Case no. 3/14 dated 06-05-
2014, granted permission for division of land belonging to
Shashikant Vasudevbhai Patel. Mutation Entry to the said
effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 1981

dated 03-06-2014.

That as per order bearing No. DSO/ DRK/ P.P./ D.P./ 38-
13-14 dated 07-05-2014 passed by D.LL.R.,, Ahmedabad
hissadurasti of land bearing Block No. 64, 65, 67 and 70 were

made in the following manner:-

Sr. Block [ Area (in Occupier names
No. No. Sq. mtrs.)
L 64/A 6,729 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram

Prajapati (2)
Jamanaben wd/o
Ramabhai (3)
Naginbhai Ramabhai
(4) Maheshbhai
Ramabhai (5)
Manjuben Ramabhai
(6) Gitaben Ramabhai
and (7) Hasumatiben

Ramabhai B
2. 64/B |[8,144 Shashikant Vasudevbhai |
Patel
3 65/A | 4,707 Shashikant Vasudevbhai
Patel o
4. 65/B |3,893 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram

Prajapati (2) Jamanaben
wd/o Ramabhai (3)
Naginbhai Ramabhai (4)
Maheshbhai Ramabhai (5)
Manjuben Ramabhai (6) |
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Gitaben Ramabhai and (7)
Hasumatiben Ramabhai

5. 67/A | 4,853 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram
Prajapati (2)
Jamanaben wd/o
Ramabhai (3)
Naginbhai Ramabhai
(4) Maheshbhai
Ramabhai (5)
Manjuben Ramabhai
(6) GitabenRamabhai
and (7) Hasumatiben
Ramabhai

6. 67/B | 5,871 Shashikant Vasudevbhai
Patel

7 70/ A | 2244 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram
Prajapati (2)
Jamanaben wd/o
Ramabhai (3)
Naginbhai Ramabhai
(4) Maheshbhai
Ramabhai (5)
Manjuben Ramabhai
(6) Gitaben Ramabhai
and (7) Hasumatiben
Ramabhai

8. 70/B | 2714 Bhavin Harshadbhai Mehta
(Shashikant Vasudevbhai
Patel)

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 1983 dated 26-06-2014.

36) That being aggrieved by the order dated 30-06-2010 passed
by City Deputy Collector (Land Reforms and Appeals)
Ahmedabad in Ganot Appeal No. 09/08, said Amarabhai
Nagajibhai Bharvad and others had filed Revision before the
Gujarat Revenue Tribunal, Ahmedabad. The Gujarat
Revenue Tribunal by his order bearing No. T.E.N./ B.A./
681/ 10 dated 18-09-2014, upheld the order passed by City
Deputy Collector (Land Reforms and Appeals) Ahmedabad
in Ganot Appeal No. 09/08 and Mamlatdar and Agricultural
Land Tribunal in Ganot Case No. 54/02 and Ganot Case No.
55/02. Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the
revenue record vide Entry No. 1994 dated 29-09-2014.
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That said Shashikantbhai Vasudevbhai Patel sold and
conveyed the said land bearing Block No. 64/B, 65/ A and
67/B to Karshanbhai Khodidas Patel by different sale deeds
dated 17-10-2014 which was registered before the Sub
Registrar of Ahmedabad - 13 (City) in the following

manner.-

Sr. | Block | Area (in | Registration Mutation Eniry
No. | No. Sq. No. and Date

mtr.)

1. |64/B |8,144 Serial No. 2041 | Mutation Entry
dated  17-10- | No. 1997 dated 17-
2014 10-2014

2. |65/A |4,707 Serial No. 2043 | Mutation  Entry
dated 17-10- | No. 1998 dated 17-
2014 10-2014

3. |67/B | 5,871 Serial No. 2045 | Mutation Entry |
dated 17-10- | No. 1999 dated 17-
2014 10-2014

In the said sale deeds earlier agreement holder

Bhavinbhai Harshadray Mehta joined as Confirming Party.

That being aggrieved by the order dated 18-09-2014 passed
by Gujarat Revenue Tribunal, said Amarabhai Nagajibhai
Bharvad had filed Review before Gujarat Revenue Tribunal.
The G.R.T. by his order bearing Review Application No.
C.A./58/2014 dated 06-01-2015, granted stay with respect to
order dated 18-09-2014 passed by Gujarat Revenue Tribunal
and also ordered to maintain the status quo of the said land
till final disposal of the said Review Application. Mutation
Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue recerd vide
Entry No. 2001 dated 21-01-2015 which was cancelled as
objection was raised by Shashikant Vasudev Patel who has
produced the copy of order passed by Hon’ble High Court of
Gujarat in Special Civil Application No. 1107 of 2015
whereby the High Court of Gujarat had granted stay against
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the order dated 06-01-2015 passed in Review Application
No. C.A./58/2014 passed by Gujarat Revenue Tribunal.

39) That being aggrieved by the order passed by Gujarat
Revenue Tribunal in Review Application No. 58/2014 said
(1) Vijaybhai Chimanlal Prajapati (2) Shashikant
Vasudevbhai Patel and (3) Bhavinbhai Harshadbhai Mehta
had filed Writ Petition bearing Special Civil Application No.
1107/2015 before the Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat against
(1) Dinubhai Joitaram Patel (2) Ravin Ranchhodbhai Patel (3)
Chetanbhai Ranchhodbhai Patel (4) Decesed Joitiben wd/o
Ranchhodbhai through her legal heirs viz. (5) Decesed
kashiram Ranchhodbhai through his legal heirs (5.1) Laliben
wd/o Kashiram (5.2) Jageshbhai Kashiram (5.3) Manojbhai
Kashiram (5.4) Parulben Kashiram (6) Amrutbhai
Ranchhodbhai (7) Jagdishbhai Ranchhodbhai (8) Kanaiyalal
Ranchhodbhai (9) Deceased Ramabhai through his heirs (9.1)
Jamanaben wd/o Ramabhai (9.2) Naginbhai Ramabhai (9.3)
Kantibhai Ramabhai (9.4) Maheshbhai Ramabhai (9.5)
Manjulaben Ramabhai (9.6) Gitaben Ramabhai (9.7)

Hasumatiben Ramabhai (10) Mamlatdar and Agricultural
Land Tribunal (11) Deputy Collector, Ahmedabad (12)
Gujarat Revenue Tribunal (13)Amarabhai Nagajibhai
Bharvad (14) Gafurbhai Nagajibhai Bharvad (15) Jivanbhai
Nagajibhai Bharvad and (16) Rahubhai Nagajibhai Bharvad
(Sr. No. 14 to 16 through their Power of Attorney holder
Amarabhai Nagajibhai Bharvad. In the said Writ Petition the
petitioners prayed for to quash and set aside an order dated
06-01-2015 passed in Review Application No. 58/2014 and
also to grant stay.

That Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat by his order dated
20-01-2015, granted stay in the Review Application No. 58 of
2014 till the returnable dated. Mutation Entry to the said
effect was made in the revenue record of the land bearing

Block No. 64/B, 65/A, 67/B and 70/B. Mutation Entry to the
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41)

said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry No.

2005 dated 11-02-2015.

That said (1) Amarabhai Nagajibhai Bharvad (2) Gafurbhai
Nagajibhai Bharvad (3) Jivanbhai Nagajibhai Bharvad and
(4) Raghubhai Nagajibhai Bharvad had instituted a Regular
Civil Suit No. 116/2015 before the Ahmedabad Principal
Senior Civil Judge, Ahmedabad against (1) The State of
Gujarat (2) Shashikant Vasudevbhai Patel (3) Bhavinbhai
Harshadbhai Mehta (4) Hetalben Chaudhary, Talati and (5)
A.]. Rana, Circle officer. In the said Regular Civil Suit the
plaintiffs had submitted that the various litigations has been
pending before the various courts, despite of these, the
defendant no. 2 had sold the said suit lands to defendant no.
3 with intention to division of the said suit lands. The
Plaintiff had alleged that the defendant no. 3 had
constructed unauthorized construction on the said land.
Hence Plaintiff had prayed for to remove unauthorized
construction and also prayed for to grant temporary/interim
injunction against the Defendant No. 2 and 3 or thereby
agents, servant from taking adverse possession.

That thereafter Mutual Settlement was arrived at
between the parties, and the plaintiff vide withdrawal pursis
has withdrawn the said suit, accordingly the 2nd Additional
Senior Civil Judge at Ahmedabad (Rura.l) vide his order dated
14-07-2015, disposed of said suit as withdrawn.

That on perusal of documents provided to us, it appears that
one another Writ Petition being Special Civil Application
No. 1171/2015 was filed by Ravin Ranchhodbhai Patel and
others before Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat against
Amarabhai Nagajibhai Bharvad and others.

That thereafter Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat vide its
order dated 30-01-2015 granted stay in the Review
Application No. 58 of 2014 till further order.
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The Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat by his order dated
06-02-2015, granted interim relief mentioned in Para. 18 (d)
of the Petition. Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in
the revenue record vide Entry No. 2006 dated 03-03-2015.
Note:-We have not been provided with the copy of above
referred Writ Petition SCA No. 1171/2015. Two separate
Writ Petitions being SCA No. 1107/2015 and SCA No.
1171/2015 were filed against order passed by Gujarat
Revenue Tribunal in Review Application No. 58 of 2014. We
have been informed that SCA No. 1107/2015 was filed with
respect to land parcels for which this Title is being issued
and settlement has taken place in respect thereof and SCA
No. 1171/2015 is filed by other land owners and it is still
pending.

42)  That said Dineshbhai Joitaram Prajapati assigned following
share in the said land bearing Block No. 64/A paiki,65/B
paiki, 67/A paiki and 70/A paiki to (1) Sitaben Joitaram
Prajapti and (2) Padmaben Joitaram Prajapti by different
Assignment Deed Without Consideration which was
registered before the Sub Registrar of Ahmedabad - 13 (City)

in the following manner:-

Sr. | Block Area Registration Mutation Entry ‘
No. | No. (in Sq. | No. and Date
mitr.)
1. |64/A 1,242 Serial No. 451 | Mutation Entry
paiki dated 07-03- | No. 2010 dated
2015 07-03-2015
2. | 65/Bpaiki | 718 Serial No. 448 | Mutation Entry
dated  07-03- | No. 2007 dated
2015 07-03-2015
3. |67/A 894 Serial No. 449 | Mutation Entry
paiki dated 07-03- | No. 2008 dated
2015 07-03-2015
4. |70/A 412 Serial No. 450 | Mutation Entry
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paiki dated  07-03- | No. 2009 dated
2015 07-03-2015

In the said Assignment Deeds other Co-owners viz. a)-
Jamanaben Ramabhai (2) Naginbhai Ramabhai (3)
Maheshbhai Ramabhai (4) Manjulaben Ramabhai Prajapati
(5) Gitaben Ramabhai Prajapati and (6) Hasumatiben

Ramabhai Prajapati joined as Confirming party.

That on implementation of Draft Town Planning Scheme No.
217 (Shilaj- Thaltej- Hebatpur- Sola- Bhadaj) the land bearing
Block No. 64/B admeasuring 8,144 Sq. mtr., Block No. 65/A
admeasuring 4,708 Sq. mtr. and Block No. 67/B admeasuring
5,871 Sq. mtr. had jointly given Final Plot No. 297/1/2+
297/4/1+297/2/2 admeasuring 11,234 Sq. mtr. and
remaining land admeasuring 7,489 Sq. mtr. was allotted to
Ahmedabad Municipality Corporation. Hence Deputy Lstate
Officer (New West Zone) by his letter, stating inter alia to
enter the name of Ahmedabad Municipality Corporation in
the second rights columns of the said lands. Mutation Entry
to the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry

No. 2024 dated 24-06-2015.

That erroneously name of Dineshbhai Joitaram were
removed from the revenue record of the land bearing
(i)Block No. 64/ A paiki (ii) Block No. 65/B and (iii) Block
No. 67/A paiki. Hence City Mamlatdar, Ghatalodiya by his
Rectification order bearing No. S.R. No. 99/2015 dated 06-
07-2015, order to entered the name of Dineshbhai Joitaram in
the land bearing (i)Block No. 64/A paiki admeasuring 1,237
Sq. mtr. (ii) Block No. 65/B paiki admeasuring 717 5q. mtr.
and (iii) Block No. 67/A paiki admeasuring 894 5q. mtr.
Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue
record vide Entry No. 2025 dated 16-07-2015 which was
certified on 04-03-2016 by order bearing No. RTS/ Takrari /
Hebatpur/ Case No. 69/ 2015 passed by City Mamlatdar,
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Ahmedabad as an objection was raised by one Bharatbhai

Dineshbhai Prajapati.

45) That in respect to above referred Regular Civil Suit No.
654/2006, the 10% Additional Senior Civil Judge,
Ahmedabad (Rural) Mirzapur by his order dated 07-07-
2010/07-07-2009, granted Injunction against Defendant No. 1
viz. Dineshbhai Joitaram or thereby agents, servant from
transferring, selling, mortgaging the said suit lands to the
extent of his rights to any third parties. Mutation Entry to
the said effect was made in the revenue record of the land
bearing Block No. 67/A and 70/ Avide Entry No. 2028 dated
18-09-2015.

46)  That being aggrieved by the certification of mutation entry

no. 2007, entry no. 2008, entry no. 2009 and entry no. 2010,
said Madhuben w/o Dineshbhai Prajapati had filed appeal
before the City Deputy Collector (West) Ahmedabad. The
City Deputy Collector (West) Ahmedabad by his order
bearing No. R.T.S./ Appeal/ Case no. 359/2015 dated 08-09-
2016, ordered to cancelled the mutation entry no. 2007, entry
no. 2008, entry no. 2009 and entry no. 2010. Mutation Entry
to the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry

No. 2063 and Entry No. 2064 both dated 21-09-2016.

47)  That said (1) Ravin Ranchhodbhai Patel and (2) Chetan
Ranchhodbhai Patel had instituted a Special Civil Suit No.
352/2015 before the Ahmedabad Senior Civil Judge (Rural)
against (1) Heirs of Deceased Ramabhai Chanabhai Prajapati
viz. (1/1) Jamanaben Ramabhai Prajapati (1/2) Naginbhai
Ramabhai Prajapati (1/3) Kantibhai Ramabhai Prajapati
(1/4) Maheshbhai Ramabhai Prajapati (1/5) Manjulaben
Ramabhai Chhaganbhai (1/6) Gitaben d/o Ramabhai
Prajapati (1/7) Hasumatiben d/o Ramabhai Prajapati. In the
said suit plaintiffs had claimed that Defendant No. 1 i.e.

Deceased Ramabhai Chhaganbhai Prajapati had entered into
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an agreement for sale on 16-03-1995 with respect to land
bearing Block No. 65 and further also agreed to sell the said
land bearing Block No. 64,67 and 70 vide another agreement
dated 02-08-1995. The Plaintiff had also claimed that they
had paid part consideration as Token Amount. The Plaintiff
had also prayed for to order to defendant to pay Market
Value of the property and also-prayed to grant Temporary
Injunction against defendant or their agents, servants and
assignee from to selling, transferring, assigning, mortgaging
and gifting the said suit lands in favour of third parties.

The Principal Civil Judge by his order dated 27-06-
2016, rejected the application for interim injunction on the
grounds of the balance of convenience is not in favour of the
plaintiff as the plaintiff has approached civil court after 20
years for specific performance and the suit is time barred.
Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue
record of the land bearing Block No. 64/A, 65/B, 67/ A and
70/ A vide Entry No. 2086 dated 05-05-2017.

Note:- The above referred Special Civil Suit No. 352/2015 is
pending.

That in respect to above referred Special Civil Application
No. 1107/2015, a mutual settlement was arrived between the
petitioners to the said writ petition and on submission of
compromise pursis to the Hon’ble High court of Gujarat
along with Gujarat Revenue Tribunal, due to stay granted in
the said Review Application No. 58 of 2014, Gujarat Revenue
Tribunal is not in the position to pass the further order.
Therefore Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat by his order dated
23-08-2016 disposed off the said petition as withdrawn and
directed the Gujarat Revenue Tribunal to pass appropriate
order on the scttlement pursis file by the petitioners. Hence
said Writ Petition is disposed off as withdrawn on the basis

of compromise pursis submitted vide order dated 23-08-
2016.
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49)  That said (1) Jamanaben Ramabhai (2) Naginbhai Ramabhai
(3) Maheshbhai Ramabhai (4) Manjulaben Ramabhai
Prajapati (5) Gitaben Ramabhai Prajapati and (6)
Hasumatiben Ramabhai Prajapati (all are as self and as Karta
and Manager of their respective HUF wherever applicable)
sold and conveyed the following lands to Karshanbhai
Khodidas Patel by different sale deeds which was registered
before the Sub Registrar of Ahmedabad - 13 (City) in the

following manner:-

Sr. | Description  of | Registration | Mutation Entry

No. | land sold No. and Date
% 1. |Block No. 64/A |Serial No. 690 | Mutation  Entry
BN paiki dated 09-05- | No. 2087 dated 09-
admeasuring 2017 05-2017

4,250 S5q. mtr.
which is given
Final Plot No.
297/1/1/B

admeasuring
2,550 Sq. mtr.
2. |Block No. 65/B |Serial No. 693 | Mutation Entry
paikiadmeasuring | dated 09-05- | No. 2090 dated 09-
2,458 Sq. mitr, | 2017 05-2017

which is given
Final Plot No.
297/4/2/B
admeasuring
1,474 Sq. mtr.

[ 3 Block No. 67/A | Serial No. 692 | Mutation Entry
' paiki dated 09-05- | No. 2089 dated 09-
admeasuring 2017 05-2017

3,065 Sq. mtr.

| which is given

| Final Plot No.
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297/2/1/B

admeasuring
1,839 5q. mtr. l
4, Block No. 70/A |Serial No. 691 | Mutation Entry
paiki dated 09-05- | No. 2088 dated 09-
admeasuring 2017 05-2017 3
1,417 Sq. mtr.

which is given
Final Plot No.
297/3/1/B

admeasuring 991

Sq. mtr.

50) That being aggrieved by order bearing No. Con/ Case no.
3/14 dated 06-05-2014 passed by City Deputy Collector
(West) Ahmedabad whereby permission was granted for 7 fle
hissadurasti of the land bearing Block No. 64/A, 64/B, .
65/A, 65/B, 67/A, 67/B,70/A and 70/B said Dinubhai

Joitaram had filed Revision Application before the
Secretary, Revenue  Department (Dispute) Gujarat
Government. The Secretary, Revenue Department (Dispute)
Gujarat Government by his order bearing No. M.V.V./ Con/
AM.D./ 1/2014 dated 23-06-2017, rejected the said Revision
Application and upheld the order bearing No. Con/ Case no.
3/14 dated 06-05-2014 passed by City Deputy Collector
(West) Ahmedabad. Mutation Entry to the said effect was
made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 2098 dated 20-07-
2017.

51) Non Agricultural use permission for Residential purpose for
land bearing Final Plot No. 297/1/1/B + 297/2/1/B +
297/3/1/B + 297/4/2/B paiki admeasuring 991 S£q. mtr.
(given in lieu of Block No. 70/A paiki) in Draft Town
Planning Scheme No. 217 (Shilaj- Thaltej- Hebatpur- Sola-
Bhadaj) by District Collector, Ahmedabad by his order
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bearing no. C.B./C.T.5-2/N.A./Hebatpur/ S.N./ Block No.
70/ A paiki/ S.R. 535/ 2017 dated 11-11-2017. Mutation

Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue record vide

Entry No. 2117 dated 18-11-2017.

52) That Non Agricultural use permission for Residential
purpose for land bearing Final Plot No. 297/1/1/B +
297/2/1/B + 297/3/1/B + 297/4/2/B paiki admeasuring
1,839 Sq. mtr. (given in lieu of Block No. 67/A paiki) in
Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 217 (Shilaj- Thaltej-
Hebatpur- Sola- Bhadaj) by District Collector, Ahmedabad
by his order bearing no. C.B./C.T.S-2/N.A./Hebatpur/
S.N./ Block No. 67/A paiki/ S.R. 533/ 2017 dated 11-11-
2017. Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the
revenue record vide Entry No. 2118 dated 18-11-2017.

53) That Non Agricultural use permission for Residential
purpose for land bearing Final Plot No. 297/1/1/B +
297/2/1/B + 297/3/1/B + 297/4/2/B paiki admeasuring
2,550 Sq. mtr. (given in lieu of Block No. 64/A paiki) in
Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 217 (Shilaj- Thaltej-
Hebatpur- Sola- Bhadaj) by District Collector, Ahmedabad
by his order bearing no. C.B./C.T.5-2/N.A./Hebatpur/
S.N./ Block No. 64/A paiki/ S.R. 534/ 2017 dated 13-11-
2017. Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the
revenue record vide Entry No. 2119 dated 18-11-2017.

54) That Non Agricultural use permission for Residential
purpose for land bearing Final Plot No. 297/1/1/B +
297/2/1/B + 297/3/1/B + 297/4/2/B paiki admeasuring
1,474 Sq. mtr. (given in lieu of Block No. 65/B paiki) in Draft
Town Planning Scheme No. 217 (Shilaj- Thaltej- Hebatpur-
Sola- Bhadaj) by District Collector, Ahmedabad by his order
bearing no. C.B./C.T.5-2/N.A./Hebatpur/ S.N./ Block No.
65/B paiki/ S.R. 530/ 2017 dated 14-11-2017. Mutation Entry
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to the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry

No. 2120 dated 18-11-2017.

That said Karshanbhai Khodidas Patel sold and conveyed
the said land bearing Block No. 67/B paiki (southern-
eastern side) admeasuring 1,673 5q. mtrs. which is given
Final Plot No. 297/1/2 +297/4/1 + 297/2/2 paiki
admeasuring 1,003.80 Sq. mtr. to (1) Rajendra Jayendra
Joshipara and (2) Mitika Rajendra Joshipara by sale deed
which was registered before the Sub Registrar at Serial No.
1621 on 19-02-2018. Mutation Entry to the said effect was
made in the revenue record vide Entry No. 2139 dated 23-03-
2018.

That as per order bearing No. K.J.P./ S.R. No. 513/ 18-19
dated 05-11-2018 passed by D.LL.R,, Ahmedabad,
hissadurasti of land bearing Block No. 67/B was made in the

following manner:-

Sr. Block Area Occupier names
No. |No. (in Sq.
mtrs.) i
1.  |67/B/1 | 4,198 Karshanbhai Khodidas |
Patel
2. 67/B/2 11,673 (1) Rajendra Jayendra Joshipara
and - (2) Mitika Rajendra
Joshipara |

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 2177 dated 05-11-2018.

That in respect to above referred Civil Suit No. 119372006,
City Civil Court, Ahmedabad btv his order dated 06-02-2019,
dismissed the said suit for defavlt as neither plaintiff nor his
representative present and also vacated the earlier interim

relief, if granted in the said suit. Hence consequently said
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Civil Suit is disposed off as dismiss for default vide order
dated 06-02-2019.

58) That Non Agricultural use permission for Residential
purpose for land bearing Final Plot No. 297/1/2 + 297/2/2 +
297/4/1 paiki admeasuring 4,886 Sq. mtr. (given in lieu of
Block No. 64/B) in Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 217
(Shilaj- Thaltej- Hebatpur- Sola- Bhadaj) by District
Collector, Ahmedabad by his order bearing no. C.B./Jamin-
2/ N.A./ S.R. 949/ 14 dated 05-02-2015. Mutation Entry to
the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry

No. 2311 dated 21-01-2021.

59) - That Non Agricultural use permission for Residential

purpose for land bearing Final Plot No. 297/1/2 + 297/2/2 +

297/4/1 paiki admeasuring 3,523 Sq. mtr. (given in lieu of
Block No. 67/B) in Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 217
(Shilaj- Thaltej- Hebatpur- Sola- Bhadaj) by District
Collector, Ahmedabad by his order bearing no. C.B./Jamin-
2/ N.A./ S.R. 948/ 14 dated 05-02-2015. Mutation Entry to
the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry

No. 2312 dated 21-01-2021.

60) That as per order bearing No. K.J.P./ S.R. No. 546/ 16 dated
06-05-2016 passed by D.I.LL.R., Ahmedabad, hissadurasti of
land bearing Block No. 67/A was made in the following

manner:-
! Sr. Block Area ! Occupier names
No. |No. (in Sq.
mirs.)
1. 67/A/1 1,788 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram (2)

Sitaben Joitaram and (3)
Padmaben Joitaram

2 | 67/A/2 | 3,065 (1) Jamanaben Ramabhai (2)
Naginbhai Ramabhai (3)
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61)

62)

Maheshbhai Ramabhai (4)
Manjulaben Ramabhai Prajapati
(5) Gitaben Ramabhai Prajapati
ana (6) Hasumatiben Ramabhai

Prajapati

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 2323 dated 01-04-2021.

That as per order bearing No. K.J.P./ S.R. No. 545/ 16 dated
06-05-2016 passed by D.I.L.R., Ahmedabad, hissadurasti of

land bearing Block No. 65/B was made in the following

manner:-
Sr. Block | Area Occupier names :
No. |No. (in Sq. |
mirs.) i
1. 65/B/1 | 1,435 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram (2) |
Sitaben Joitaram and (3) :
Padmaben Joitaram
2. 65/B/2 | 2,458 (1) Jamanaben Ramabhai (2

)
Naginbhai Ramabhat (3)
Maheshbhai Ramabhai (4)

Manjulaben Rmabhai Prajapati
(5) Gitaben Ramabhai P].'a]a}_)a’ci;E
and (6) Hasumatiben Ramabhai |

Prajapati

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 2324 dated 01-04-2021.

That as per order bearing No. K.J.P./ S.R. No. 547/ 16 dated
06-05-2016 passed by D.I.LL.R., Ahmedabad, hissadurasti of

land bearing Block No. 70/A was made in the following

manner:-
Sr. Block | Area Occupier names
No. | No. (in Sq.

mtrs.)
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[1. 70/A/1 | 827 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram
Prajapati (2) Sitaben

Joitaram Prajapati (3)

. Padmaben Joitaram
i Prajapati
2. 70/A/2 11,417 (1) Jamanaben Ramabhai (2)

Naginbhai Ramabhai (3)
Maheshbhai Ramabhai (4)
Manjulaben Ramabhai Prajapati
(5) Gitaben Ramabhai Prajapati
and (6) Hasumatiben Ramabhai

Prajapati

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 2325 dated 01-04-2021.

63) That as per order bearing No. K.J.P./ S.R. No. 544/ 16 dated
06-05-2016 passed by D.I.LL.R., Ahmedabad, hissadurasti of
land bearing Block No. 64/A was made in the following

manner:-
Sr. |Block |[Area Occupier names
No. | No. (in Sq.
mtrs.)
1. 64/A/1 2,479 (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram (2)
Sitaben Joitaram and (3)
Padmaben Joitaram
2. 64/A/2 | 4,250 (1) Jamanaben Ramabhai (2)

Naginbhai Ramabhai (3)
Maheshbhai Ramabhai (4)
Manjulaben Ramabhai Prajapati
(5) Gitaben Ramabhai Prajapati
and (6) Hasumatiben Ramabhai

Prajapati

Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 2327 dated 05-04-2021.
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64)

65)

That Non Agricultural use permission for Residential
purpose for land bearing Final Plot No. 297/1/2 + 297/2/2 +
297/4/1 paiki admeasuring 2,825 Sq. mtr. (given in lieu of
Block No. 65/A) in Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 217
(Shilaj- Thaltej- Hebatpur- Sola- Bhadaj) by District
Collector, Ahmedabad by his order bearing no. C.B./Jamin-
2/ N.A./ S.R. 950/ 14 dated 05-02-2015. Mutation Entry to
the said effect was made in the revenue record vide Entry
No. 2331 dated 04-06-2021.

That upon implementation of Draft Town Planning Scheme
No. 217 (Bhadaj- Shilaj- Sola- Hebatpur- Thaltej), the

following Block No. lands had been allotted following Final

Plots:-
Block | Area of | Final Plot No. Area of |
No. Original  Plot Final  Yiot |
No. (in Sq.]| No. (in 3gq. ;
mtrs.) ' mtrs.) .
64 14,873 6 23,492 |
67 10,724 67 |
70 4,957 70 !
65 8,600 65 |
____________ i
39,154 | |

That thereafter from time to time changes have been made in
the allotment of Final Plot No.'s because of durasti of
original Block No.'s and Town Planning Officer -1,
Ahmedabad Town Planning Scheme Unit - 1, Ahmedabad
had issued necessary opinions in this regards.

The Town Planning Officer -1, Ahmedabad Town
Planning Scheme Unit - 1, Ahmedabad has issued opinion
dated 27-11-2020 bearing No. Draft Town Planning Scheme
No. 217 (Bhadaj - Shilaj- Sola- Hebatpur- Thaltej)/ Opinion/
Case No. 297/ 25022 whereby the land parcels for which this

Title is issued has been given following Final Plot No.'s:-
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Case | Block | Original | Area of | Final Area of Final
No. | No. Plot No. | Original | Plot Plot No. (in
Plot No. | No. Sq. mtrs.)
(in Sq.
mtrs.)
297/ |64/A |297/1/1 |4,250 (297/1 | 6,856
2 paiki | /2 [1/2 +
' 65/B |297/4/2 | 2,458 297/4/
Paiki | /2 2/2+
67/A |297/2/1 |3,065 297/2/
Paiki | /2 1 /24
70/A |297/3/1 | 1,417 297/3/
paiki | /2 | eeeeeeee- 1/2)
11,190
297/ |64/B |297/1/2 |8,144 297/1/ | 11,234
1 2+
65/A |297/4/1 14,708 297/4/
1+
67/B |297/2/2 | 5,871 297/2/
e | 2
18,723

That thereafter Final Plot No. 297/1/2+ 297/4/1
+297/2/2 totally admeasuring 11,234 Sq. mtrs. was divided
into Sub Plot No. 1 admeasuring 10,230.22 Sq. mtrs. and Sub
Plot No. 2 admeasuring 1,003.78 Sq. mtrs. The Ahmedabad

Municipality ~Corporation has
permission dated 26-03-2021 bearing No. 001LD20210175 in

granted Development

this regards.

That thereafter Sub Plot No. 1 admeasuring 10,230.37
Sq. mtrs. of Final Plot No. 297/1/2 + 297/4/1 +297/2/2 and
297/1/1/2 +297/4/2/2+ 297/2/1/2 +
297/3/1/2 admeasuring 6,856.23 Sq. mtrs. was amalgamated

Final Plot No.

into one plot totally admeasuring 17,084.91 S5q. mtr.
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66)

67)

68)

69)

That said Karshanbhai Khodidas Patel sold and conveyed
the land totally admeasuring 17,086.20 Sq. mtrs. forming
part of Sub Plot No. 1 of Final Plot No. 297/1/2 + 297/4/1+
297/2/2 and Final Plot No. 297/1/1/2 + 297/4/2/2
+297/2/1/2 +297/3/1/2 (given in lieu of Block No. €4/A/2,
Block No. 65/B/2, Block No. 67/A/2, Block No. 70/A/2,
Block No. 64/B, Block No. 65/A and Block No. 67/B/1) in
Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 217 (Bhadaj- Shilaj- Sola-
Hebatpur- Thaltej) to Constera Realty Pvt. Ltd. by sale deed
which was registered before the Sub Registrar of
Ahmedabad - 09 (Bopal) at Serial No. 7772 on 09-06-2021.
Mutation Entry to the said effect was made in the revenue

record vide Entry No. 2335 dated 14-06-2021.

That said Constera Realty Pvt. Ltd. has floated residential
scheme in the name of Anurita Bungalows and Assistant
Town Development Officer, Ahmedabad Municipality
Corporation has granted Development Permission vide

Development Permission No. 001BP21220271 on 22-06-2021.

That in response to our "Public Notice" published in daily
newspaper "Divya Bhaskar" dated 20-07-2021, inviting
dbjections for issuance of Title Certificate for the above

stated Land; we have not received any objection.
Civil Litigations:-
Civil Suit No. 554/01

That thereafter settlement took place between the plaintiffs
and some of the defendants in Civil Suit No.
554/2001.Therefore Hon'ble Court had vide its order dated
04-05-2016 allowed to withdraw the said suit to the extent of
Defendant No. 1/1 to 1/2/2, 2/1 to 2/3, 1/3/3, 1/4/4,
1/5/5,1/6/6, 8, 9/1 to 9/7 (except defendant No. 7 and 10
to 14) as unconditional. These defendants were the previous
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owners of land parcels for which this title is being issued.
(ii)  Regular Civil Suit No. 654/2006

The above referred Regular Civil Suit No. 654/2006 has been
converted to Special Civil Suit No. 460/2017.

That in above referred Regular Civil Suit No.
654/2006, injunction was granted against share of land
belonging to Dineshbhai Joitaram.

The land belonging to (1) Dineshbhai Joitaram (2)
Sitaben d/o Joitaram and (3) Padmaben d/o Joitaram has
been separated and separate 7/12 is made. Hence the said
Regular Civil Suit No. 654/2006 (Special Civil Suit No.
460/2017) does not pertain to the land parcel for which this

title is being issued.

(iii) Regular Civil Suit No. 771/2010

That thereafter in above referred Regular Civil Suit No.
77/2010, a Mutual Settlement was arrived at between the
parties before the Lok Adalat and withdrawal pursis
submitted to the Hon'ble Court. The 2nd Additional Civil
Judge has vide its order dated 03-08-2019 has allowed to
withdraw the said suit and consequently the said suit is

withdrawn unconditionally vide order dated 03-08-2019.

(iv) Special Civil Suit No. 820/2011

That said (1) Jamanaben wd/o Ramabhai (2) Maheshbhai
Ramabhai and (3) NaginbhaiRamabhai had instituted a
Special Civil Suit No. 820/2011 before the Civil Judge
(Rural) at Ahmedabad ' against (1) KantibhaiRamabhai
Prajapati and (2) Shashikant Vasudevbhai Patel. The
Plaintiffs had alleged that Defendant No. 1 had illegally sold
the said land to Defendant No. 2 by different sale deeds.
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Thereafter Plaintiff have also sold their share in the suit
property to Karshan Khodidas Patel by different sale deeds
and Defendant No. 2 had also sold part of his share in the
suit property to Karshan Khodidas Patel. Hence the dispute
does not survive with regards te Land bearing old Block No.
54,65,67 and 70. However it is advisable to get said suit

disposed off.

(v)  Special Civil Suit No. 821/2011

That with regards to above referred Special Civil Suit, the
Plaintiff share in the suit lands has been separated and
separate 7/12 forms have been prepared. However it is

advisable to get the said suit as dispesed off.

(vi) Special Civil Suit No. 352/2015

That in above referred Special Civil Suit No. 352/2015, the
Principal Senior Civil Judge vide its order dated 27-06-2016,

rejected the injunction application and observed that the
said suit is filed after 20 years and is time barred and
balance of convenience is not in favour of the plaintiffs.
Hence in our opinion in the above referred Special Civil Suit
No. 352/2015 is weak in nature. Moreover Non Agricultural
.use permission, construction plan approval etc. have been
granted by the competent authorities and no adverse order
has been passed in the said civil suit. However since the
said suit is pending its final outcome shall be bindirg upon

the parties.

In view of what is stated above, we hereby opine that the title of
the above referred Non Agricultural land totally admeasuring
17,086.20 Sq. mtrs. forming part of Sub Plot No. 1 of Final Plot No.
297/1/2 + 297/4/1+ 297/2/2 and Tinal Plot No. 297/1/1/2 +
297/4/2/2 +297/2/1/2 +297/3/1/2 (given in lieu of Block No.
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64/A/2, Block No. 65/B/2, Block No. 67/A/2, Block No. 70/A/2,
Block No. 64/B, Block No. 65/A and Block No. 67/B/1) in Draft
Town Planning Scheme No. 217 (Bhadaj- Shilaj- Sola- Hebatpur-
Thaltej) (given in lieu of Block No. 64/A/2, Block No. 65/B/2,
Block No. 67/A/2, Block No. 70/A/2, Block No. 64/B, Block No.
65/ A and Block No. 67/B/1) in Draft Town Planning Scheme No.
217 (Bhadaj- Shilaj- Sola- Hebatpur- Thaltej) situate, lying and
being at Moje Hebatpur, Taluka Ghatalodiya and in the
Registration District of Ahmedabad and Sub District of
Ahmedabad - 09 (Bopal) and bel.onging to Constera Realty Pvt.
Ltd. shall be clear and marketable and free from reasonable doubts

and without encumbrances subject to:-

[1]  Usual Declaration cum Indemnity Bond being made at the
time of transfer of the said land.

[2]  Fulfillment of Terms and conditions laid down in N.A. Use

permission order.
[3]  Provisions of The Town Planning and Urban Development
Act and use as per Zone of Competent Authority and plans

of construction being sanctioned by Competent Authority.

DATED THIS 13t DAY OF AUGUST, 2021

M?‘ :(O-r—'

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW

Note of caution and disclaimer:-

[1] This is to inform that Search of registration record of immediate past about 2-3 months
is not available.

[2] Please note that the registration record of most of the years from 1981 to 1989 of Sub
Registrar's office is destroyed/torn out. Hence it can not be inspected and its search is
not available, That the computerized record is not well prepared/ maintained by State
government agency and hence may be erroneous, resulting into our error.

[3] Please ascertain that the Govt authorities have not put any restrictions in making
construction on said Land because of any historical monument/religious place/ water
body, ete. situated nearby, or road laying and road widening, or proposed public
transportation system in surrounding areas. Also wverify that there is no
acquisition/reservation in said Land and there are no pending litigations or

injunction/status quo granted therein in respect of said Land.
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4] We are informed that at present no litigation/suits are filed/pending before any
Judicial /Quasi Judicial authorities.

(1] Result of any pending Civil/ Revenue Litigations.
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I1A/1/2011 26-08-2011 (SUMMONS - NOTICE) Pending
Case History
Business on Hearing
Judge Date Date Purpose of Hearing

02-02-2013 20-03-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION

20-03-2013 10-06-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION

10-06-2013 20-06-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION

20-06-2013 17-07-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION

17-07-2013 13-08-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION

13-08-2013 02-09-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
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02-09-2013 26-09-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
26-09-2013 23-10-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
23-10-2013 27-11-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
27-11-2013 11-12-2013 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
11-12-2013 08-01-2014 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
08-01-2014 10-02-2014 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
10-02-2014 10-03-2014 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
10-03-2014 04-04-2014 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
04-04-2014 18-04-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
18-04-2014 15-05-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
15-05-2014 07-07-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
07-07-2014 31-07-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
31-07-2014 21-08-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
21-08-2014 22-09-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
22-09-2014 10-10-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
10-10-2014 19-11-2014 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
19-11-2014 23-12-2014 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
23-12-2014 17-01-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
17-01-2015 04-02-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
04-02-2015 05-03-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
05-03-2015 31-03-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
31-03-2015 21-04-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
21-04-2015 16-06-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 16-06-2015 07-07-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 07-07-2015 06-08-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 06-08-2015 08-09-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 08-09-2015 12-10-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
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PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 12-10-2015 18-11-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-11-2015 18-12-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-12-2015 21-01-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 21-01-2016 23-02-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 23-02-2016 02-04-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 02-04-2016 28-06-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 28-06-2016 22-07-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 22-07-2016 30-08-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 30-08-2016 08-11-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 08-11-2016 09-01-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 09-01-2017 24-03-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 24-03-2017 26-04-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 26-04-2017 27-06-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 27-06-2017 06-09-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 06-09-2017 27-11-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 27-11-2017 25-01-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 25-01-2018 26-03-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 26-03-2018 11-05-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 11-05-2018 10-07-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 10-07-2018 23-08-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 23-08-2018 26-09-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 26-09-2018 01-11-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 01-11-2018 11-12-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 11-12-2018 19-01-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 19-01-2019 02-03-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 02-03-2019 02-04-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 02-04-2019 10-06-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
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2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 10-06-2019 18-07-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 18-07-2019 24-09-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 24-09-2019 30-11-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 30-11-2019 17-01-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 17-01-2020 06-02-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 06-02-2020 19-03-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 19-03-2020 05-05-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 05-05-2020 16-07-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 16-07-2020 24-09-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 24-09-2020 06-11-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 06-11-2020 07-12-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 07-12-2020 21-12-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 21-12-2020 01-02-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 01-02-2021 18-03-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 18-03-2021 28-04-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 28-04-2021 10-05-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 10-05-2021 18-06-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 18-06-2021 13-07-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 13-07-2021 27-08-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 27-08-2021 20-10-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

Case Transfer Details within Establishment

Registration Transfer From Court Number and Judge To Court Number and Judge

Number Date

820/2011 03-08- 1 - PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL 17 - 6th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &
2017 JUDGE A.C.J.M.
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CIVIL COURT, AHMEDABAD

Case Details

Language English ©

«sm @_Case Type

Case Type SPCS - SPECIAL CIVIL SUIT
Filing Number 821/2011 Filing Date 26-08-2011
Registration Number 821/2011 Registration Date 26-08-2011

CNR Number

GJAH060017932011 (Note the CNR number for future reference)

View QR Code / Cause Title

Case Status

First Hearing Date

04th April 2014

Next Hearing Date

20th October 2021

Case Stage

SUMMONS - NOTICE

Court Number and Judge

14-7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE & A.C.J.M.

Petitioner and Advocate

1) dinesh joitaram prajapati
Advocate- M K MANSURI
2) SITABEN JOITARAM CHHAGANBHAI

3) PADMABEN JOITARAM CHHAGANBHAI

Respondent and Advocate

1) vijay chimanlal prajapati
2) SASHIKANT VASUDEV PATEL

Case History
Business on Hearing
Judge Date Date Purpose of Hearing
04-04-2014 18-04-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
18-04-2014 15-05-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
15-05-2014 07-07-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
07-07-2014 31-07-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
31-07-2014 21-08-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
21-08-2014 22-09-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
22-09-2014 10-10-2014 | FOR REJOINDER
10-10-2014 19-11-2014 HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
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19-11-2014 23-12-2014 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
23-12-2014 17-01-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
17-01-2015 04-02-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
04-02-2015 05-03-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
05-03-2015 31-03-2015 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION
31-03-2015 21-04-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
21-04-2015 16-06-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 16-06-2015 07-07-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 07-07-2015 06-08-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 06-08-2015 08-09-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 08-09-2015 12-10-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 12-10-2015 18-11-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-11-2015 18-12-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-12-2015 21-01-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 21-01-2016 23-02-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 23-02-2016 02-04-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 02-04-2016 28-06-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 28-06-2016 22-07-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 22-07-2016 30-08-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 30-08-2016 08-11-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 08-11-2016 09-01-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 09-01-2017 24-03-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 24-03-2017 26-04-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 26-04-2017 27-06-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 27-06-2017 06-09-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 06-09-2017 27-11-2017 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 27-11-2017 25-01-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 25-01-2018 26-03-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 26-03-2018 11-05-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE

A.C.J.M.
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3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 11-05-2018 10-07-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 10-07-2018 23-08-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 23-08-2018 26-09-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 26-09-2018 01-11-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 01-11-2018 11-12-2018 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 11-12-2018 19-01-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 19-01-2019 02-03-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 02-03-2019 02-04-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

3rd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 02-04-2019 10-06-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 10-06-2019 18-07-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 18-07-2019 24-09-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 24-09-2019 30-11-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 30-11-2019 17-01-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 17-01-2020 02-03-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 02-03-2020 08-05-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 08-05-2020 20-07-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 20-07-2020 30-09-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 30-09-2020 25-11-2020 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 25-11-2020 06-01-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 06-01-2021 12-02-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 12-02-2021 06-04-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 06-04-2021 10-05-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

2nd ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 10-05-2021 18-06-2021 SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.
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Judge Date Date Purpose of Hearing
7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 18-06-2021 13-07-2021 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 13-07-2021 27-08-2021 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 27-08-2021 20-10-2021 | SUMMONS - NOTICE
A.C.J.M.

Case Transfer Details within Establishment

Registration Transfer From Court Number and Judge To Court Number and Judge
Number Date
821/2011 03-08- 1 - PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL 17 - 6th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &
2017 JUDGE A.C.J.M.
821/2011 17-05- 17 - 6th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE & 14 - 3RD ADDL CIVIL JUDGE &
2021 A.C.J.M. JMFC
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Newsletter Copyright Policy 2020
Forms for Advocates Hyperlinking Policy _
Help Videos Privacy Policy INDIA = CODE Download eCourts Services App :
Site map Accessibility Eorraui awp sTare et |
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Manager Disclaimer
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Case Status

Mirzapur, Ahmedabad v

FIR Number

()
@B Advocate

CIVIL COURT, AHMEDABAD

Case Details

@ Case Type

Case Type SPCS - SPECIAL CIVIL SUIT
Filing Number 352/2015 Filing Date 03-07-2015
Registration Number 352/2015 Registration Date 03-07-2015

CNR Number

GJAH060010592015 (Note the CNR number for future reference)

View QR Code / Cause Title

Case Status

First Hearing Date

03rd July 2015

Next Hearing Date

21st October 2021

Case Stage

PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE

Court Number and Judge

14-7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE & A.C.J.M.

Petitioner and Advocate

1) RAVINBHAI RANCHHODBHAI PATEL
Advocate- M S VAGHELA
2) CHETAN RANCHHODBHAI PATEL

Respondent and Advocate

1) LATE RAMABHAI CHHAGANBHAI PRAJAPATI HEIR OF

Advocate - M.G.GOPALANI

Acts

Under Act(s)

Under Section(s)

CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE, 1908

IA Status
IA Number Party Name |Date of Filing :2’:;:::; IA Status
IA/1/2015 03-07-2015 ?;Lg\?fﬁ%%?: EVIDENCE)  |Pisposed
Case History
Business on Hearing
Judge Date Date Purpose of Hearing
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 03-07-2015 12-08-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 12-08-2015 10-09-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 10-09-2015 07-10-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 07-10-2015 18-11-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-11-2015 22-12-2015 | ORDER OF EXECUTION
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PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 22-12-2015 12-01-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 12-01-2016 18-01-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-01-2016 04-02-2016 | ORDER OF EXECUTION

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 04-02-2016 28-03-2016 | HEARING ON INJUNCTION
APPLICATION

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 28-03-2016 13-05-2016 | REPLY

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 13-05-2016 27-06-2016 | ORDER ON INJUCTION
APPLICATION

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 27-06-2016 28-11-2016 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 28-11-2016 16-03-2017 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 16-03-2017 28-04-2017 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 28-04-2017 17-06-2017 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 17-06-2017 31-08-2017 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 31-08-2017 18-11-2017 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-11-2017 20-01-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 20-01-2018 14-03-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 14-03-2018 18-04-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-04-2018 15-06-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 15-06-2018 10-08-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 10-08-2018 04-09-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 04-09-2018 06-10-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 06-10-2018 22-11-2018 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 22-11-2018 04-01-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 04-01-2019 25-02-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 25-02-2019 02-04-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 02-04-2019 21-06-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 21-06-2019 22-07-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 22-07-2019 16-08-2019 | SUMMONS - NOTICE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 16-08-2019 14-10-2019 | ISSUES

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 14-10-2019 03-12-2019 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 03-12-2019 06-01-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 06-01-2020 29-01-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 29-01-2020 26-02-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE

PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 26-02-2020 04-03-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
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Judge Date Date Purpose of Hearing
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 04-03-2020 18-03-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 18-03-2020 09-04-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 09-04-2020 16-06-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 16-06-2020 10-08-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 10-08-2020 03-09-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 03-09-2020 15-10-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 15-10-2020 08-12-2020 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 08-12-2020 01-02-2021 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 01-02-2021 22-03-2021 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 22-03-2021 06-05-2021 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 06-05-2021 26-07-2021 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 26-07-2021 21-09-2021 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
A.C.J.M.
7th ADDL. SR. CIVIL JUDGE &amp; 21-09-2021 21-10-2021 | PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
A.C.J.M.
Interim Orders
Order Number Order Date Order Details
1 27-06-2016 ORDER

Case Transfer Details within Establishment

Registration Transfer From Court Number and Judge To Court Number and Judge
Number Date
352/2015 11-06-2021 1 - PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL 14 - 3RD ADDL CIVIL JUDGE &
JUDGE JMFC
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IN THE COURT OF CIVIL JUDGE (S.D) AHMEDABAD

(RURAL) AT AHMEDABAD

SPECIAL CIVIL SUIT NO. @101? 2011

1. Dinesh Jmtaram Pnajapan

Adult resident of Niharika, '

- Opp. Mangalam Flats,
. Nr. Medi Link Hospital,

132 ft. Ring Roud, Satellite,

- Ahmedabad.

Sitaben D/o Joitaram Chhaganbhai
Prajupali, _

Adult, Occupation Household,

Resident of Ankur Society,

Saijpur Bogha,

Ahmedabad.

) Padmaben D/o Joitaram Chhaganbhz—u

Prajapati,
Adult, Occupation Household,
Resident of village Mansa,
District Gandhmagar ... Plaintiffs

Versus

. Vijay Chimanlal Prajapati,

Adult, Occupation Business/
Agriculture,

For himself as well as Karta &
Manager of his HUF
Resident of village Hebatpur,
Taluka Dascroi,

District Ahmedabad,

A

. Sashikant Vasudev Patel,

. Thaltej, Ahmedabad. - ... Defendants

Adult, Occupation Agriculture,
Resident of 17, Heritage Home,
Thaltej — Shilaj Road,



e Y

& ‘ _ Suit for declaration, permanent
injunction and for setting aside
the sale deeds

Suit valued at
Rs.1,10,00,000/- for all,
purposes

The plaintiffs, above named, beg to submit as under:

1.  That the present plaintiffs and the defendant No.1

“are the co-owners of the properties being lands

bearing Survey/Block Nos.59, 64, 65, 67 and 70

situated in the sim of Mouje Hebatpur, Taluka |

Dascroi, District Ahmedabad. That the deceased
' Chhaganbhai, Punjabhai had left 3 sons and the

pedigree/family-tree is as under: -

Chhaganbhai Punjabhai
I
l _ it 5
| i~ |
Joitaram . Ranchhodbhai - Ramabhai
s - P i
e et L —— Amrutbhai Naginbhai
AR I I |
- Sitaben Padmaben Jagdishbhai Kantibhai :
' I Jusi |
Dineshbhai Vallabhbhai Maheshbhai
l ' 2 Tirges Vi |
Chimanbhai  Kanaiyalal = Gitaben
(died) | .
| Kashiram (died) Hasuben
Vijaybhai [ |
| e - Jamnaben
Lataben | e 5| |

| . Kaliben Jayesh Manoj Manjuben
. Mitaben  (widow) :



That the aforesaid Survey/Bfock Nos.‘ are
agll.‘i;:.lﬁltural lands and joint pr0pertie$ and
according to the pedigree, ;Ioifaram,_ﬁanchhodbhai
and --.Rmnabﬁai being -the sons of deceased
Chhagaﬁbhaj. ' Punjabﬁai, jointly  purchaseds
prupcr-ty b_éarling Survey/Block Nos.64, 65, 67 and
70 each one had one-third share in the said
Survey/Block Nos. That Survey/Block No.59 is
nqt .én ancestral ﬁroperty- but it was a property

which was jointly purchased by Joitaram Prajapati

* and the plaintiff No.1 Dineshbhai and therefore, in

the said Survey/Block No.59 plaintiffs have got,

one-half share and in the remaining one-half share

the sons and daughters of deceased Joitaram have

got share. The defendant No.l Vijay Chimanlal
Punjabhai | Préjapéti is the son of Chimanlal

Prajapati, who has already expired. That with

regard to the very properties of deceased

Chhaganlal Prajapati, a suit for partition is already
filed by the present plaintiffs Nos.2 & 3 bearing
Regular Civil Suit No.771/2010 and the same is

pending before this an’ble Court.

That Joitaram Prajapati- expired on 10.12.1987

and Chimanlal Prajapati - has expired on




 28.12.1976. Thaf during the péi‘ideht:y of the
-Regula.r Civil Suit N_o.771/2010, the defendant
No.1 Vijay Chimanlal Prajapati, for himself and as
Manager and Karta of his HUF, has sold away one-
half share of land bé_aring_ Survey/Bléck No.59
situate at Mouje village Hebatpur, Taluka .Dascroi,
Sub-Dist;'i,ct IAhme’dabad_ (Memnagar), District
Ahxﬁedabad admeasuring .about 2226 sq.mtrs. out
" of the total area_of 4452 sq.mtrs, vide sale deed
dated 01.12.2010 registered at Sr.No.15272/22
'with the office of the Sub-Registrar, Ahmedabad(3)
- Memnagar. The said sale deed IS e-xecuted in
favour of ‘the defendant No.2 Sashikant-l\{as_udev}
Patel. This sale deed is illegal and beyond his
share and therefore, this sale is liable to be

cancelled beyond the share of Vijay Chimanlal

- Prajapati.

It is submitted that Survey/Block -No.59 being a
joint ownership property. of 'JoiEaramPrajapati and,
Dinesh Prajapati, therefore, c;ut of 4452 sq.mtrs. of
the area of the land one-half porﬁon of the land
'adrr_u_easuring 2226 sq.mtré. i_s of the exclusive

ownership of plaintiff No.1 Dineshbhai and in the

remaining portion the daughters of Joitaram



Prajapati were the sharers. Deééased Joitaram
Prajapati, as per the pedigree, had two sons and
two daughters and therefore, in the one-half
~ portion Iof Joitaram Prajapati all the four persons
wdlzld be entitled to share and thercfore,. each one
would get ' one-eighth share in the property.
,.‘T.‘l;iefefore: one-eighth share of deceased Chixﬁanlél
Prajapéti would be inherited by defendant No.l
Vijay Chimanlal Prajapati and therefore, beyond
556 sq.mtrs. Vijay Chimanlal Prajapati has no
right in the property. Apart from that, this land is

an agricultural land and of the co-ownership of the

deceased Jbitaram Prajapati and his brothers and

" therefore; the.purchaser has also no right to h.ave‘a
joint possession. Apart from that the land is not
'pé.rtitioned and th_erefox;e, no buyer lcan have a
jqintl_ possession Qith the other m_éﬁlbérs of the
joint family. "As suit for pa.rtiﬁon is pending,
question of joint poséessic;n does nbt arise.
However, all the lands are in exclqsivé possession:

a

of the heirs of Joitaram Prajapati.

“That over and above the said Survey/Block No.59
there are other joint family.properties being land

bearing Survey/Block Nos.64, 65, 67 and 70.

e



Their measurements and boundaries are stated in

‘the last paragraph.

That the present defenda.nt No.1 Vijay Chlmanlal

Pra_]apatl has also sold off one- sixth share of the

undivided share in the land bearing Survey/ Block,

~ No. 64 MOLI_]C village Hebatpur Taluka Dascroi,

Sub District Ahmedabad (Memnagar] District

Ahmedabad Lg fo say 2479 sq.mtrs. out of the

land totally admeasuring 14873 sq.mtrs. for Rs.31

lacs to defendant No.2 vide sale deed _dated

25.05.2010 registered with the office of the Sub-

. Registrarl Ahmedabad( 3), Memnagar , at
.Sr No. 7293 /17 Slmllarly, the defendant No.1 has
also sold land bearing - Survey/BIock No.65 (old |

‘Block No. 68) Mouje vﬂlage Hebatpur, Taluka

Dascrcn Sub- D1str1ct Ahmedabad (Memnagar)
D1str1c:t Ahmcdabad which admeasures 8600

sq. mtrs and out of this 1433 Sq.mtrs. i.e. one-

sixth share is sold for Rs.18 laes to the deféndant

No.2, which is registered with the office of the Sub-
Régistrar, -Ahmedab_ad—s (Memnagar) Tt
Sr.No.7294/17. 1t is also further submitted that
defendant No.1 has sold one-sixth share of the

land bearing Survey/Block = No.70 (old Survey



No.73/2) Moﬁje villsige Hebatpur, Taluka Dascroi, .
Sub-District Ahmedabad (_Memnagaﬂ, District
Ahmedabad,. which admeasure-s 4958 sq.mtrs. out
of which defendant No.l has sold 826 sq.mtrs. of
land which 'is .one—sixt.h share, to the defendant
No.2 for 2;;1 consideration of IRS.lO,SO,_OOOﬁ vide

sale deed dated 01.12.2010 registered with the

‘office of the Sub-Registrar, Ahmedabad-3

(Memnagar) at Sr.no'.152r’?1 /22. In the same way,
land. bearing Survey/Block No.67 (old Survey
No.69) Mouje village Hebatpur, Taluka Dascroi,
Sub-District Ahmedabad (Memnaéar), District
Ahmedabé;d which admeasures 10,724 sq.mtrs.

out of which one-sixth share admeasuring 1787

" sq.mtrs. has been sold off by defendant No.l to

defendant No.2 for a consideration of

i Rs.22,40,000/~ vide sale deed dated 01.12.2010

registered with the office of the Sub-Registrar,

- Ahmedabad-3 (Memnaga_r) at Sr.No.15269/25. It

is submitted that all the dpcuméri'ts are produced

along .with the list, which are obtained as certified
c.opies from the Registrar of Documents. ‘All the
documents have been registered in the office of the
Sub—_Registrar' of Aséurances, Memnagar,

Ahmedabad-3.



e

It- is submitted that the defendant No.l has got
only one-twelfth share in the whole of the_property
a.s' aforesaid and beyond (Ime-twelfth éhar_e he has
no right to sell the san;e. | Not only that, but this is

a joint HUF and possession being joint, a stranger

— defendant No.2 has no right to occupy the same.

Howeyér, it is submitted and reiterated that the

“whole of the land is in joint possession of the
‘plaintiffs and the defendant No.2 to whom the land
'is sold has not been delivered possession at all. It

-seems that as the present plaintiffs have got

knowledge about the illegal _saie_being effected by
the defe_ndarif No.1, the defendant No.2 may try to

induct himself into the possession. That the

present plaintiffs ever year normally-try to get the

‘certified copies of village form No.7/12, 8A so as to

ascertain that the properties are in the name of the
plaintiffs. In this connection, very recently, copies

of the village form Nol.‘7/l'2 “were obtained in

March, 2011 and looking to the same, it came to,
. the notice thgat though the name of the owner is
shown as that of Dinesh Joitaram Prajapati, even

' then the name of Sashikant Vasudev Paté] the

defendant No.2 herein is entered into

e



, Sufvey /Block No.59 to the tune of 2226 sq.mtrs. in

village form No.7/12 copy where of is produced
along with the 'iist. Therefore, the plaintiffs herein
v?ere_. constrained to o‘r_Jtain the copies of the record
of right in which also entries have been effected
and as afaresaid, thé defendant No.1 having no
right to séll and defendant No.2 in the absence of,

any partition has no right to purchase and

therefore, the whole sale is illegal -and bad and

.therefore for setting aside the same, the present

suit is filed.

LS

It is reiterated that the suit for partition is already

pending as .aforesaid and the sale is effected

beyond the share of the defendant No.l: and

therefore, to set-aside the sale this suit is filed. On

obtaining the copy of the village form No.7/12 in
the March, 2011 and after getting the advise, this
suit is filed at the earliest. -

N

That the cause of action has arisen when the

defendant No.1 sold Survey/Block Nos.59, 64, 65,

67 and 70 and got the sale deeds Iregistered and

when the plaintiffs, on inquiry and obtaining the

village form No.7/12 in March, 2011 got the



5)

b)

A T T = gL SR

knowledge and thereafter the certified copies of the
sale deeds were procured from the office of the
Sub-Registrar in the first week of July, 2011 and
therefore, immediately the present suit is filed and

therefore, the suit is within the period of limitation.

10. That all the lands are situated at Hebatpur, within

the jurisdiction of thfs Hon’ble Court. Therefore,
this Hon’ble Court has jurisdiction to try, entertain

and decide this suit.

11. The plaintiffs, therefore, pray that

This Hon’ble Court be pleased to hold and

declare that defendant No.1 has no right to

sell the joint family properties of deceased

‘Joitaram .Chaganlal-as well as the ancestral

properties  inherited from  Chaganlal

Punjabhai.

This Hon’ble Court be pleased to hold and
declare that the defendant No.l1 has wrongly
sold undivided share in the 'properties

namely, Survey Nos.59, 64, 65, 67 and 70 to




defendant No.2 'and therefore, all the sale

deeds, namely,

= )

Sale deed dated 01.12.2010 for the land
bearing Survey/Block No.59 _ admeasuring
2226 ‘sq.mtrs. situate at Mo;1je Village
Hebatpur, Taiﬁkal Da‘écroi, District
Ahmedabad,* Sub-District Ahmedabad-3
(Memnagar) registered with the office of
the Sub-Registrar, =~ Ahmedabad-3

(Memnagar) at Sr.No.15272/22,

el

Sale deed dated 25.05.2010 for the land

bearing Sur'vey/Block No.64 admeasuring

2479 sq.mtrs.. situate at Mouje Village

~ Hebatpur, Taluka Dascroi, District

Ahmedabad, Sub-District Ahmedabad-3

(Memnagar) registered with the office of

the Sub-Registrar, Ahmedabad-3

(Memnagar) at Sr.No.?QQS/ 17,

(i) Sale deed dated 25.05.2010 for the land,

bearing Sﬁrvey/Block No.65 (Old Survey
No.68) admeasuring 1433 sq.mtrs. situate

at Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka

R et T i

oo iR aAng eyt



(v)

‘District Ahmedabad-3

Djstrict  Ahmedabad-3

Dascroi, = District ~Ahmedabad, Sub-,
(Memnagar)

registered with the office of the Sub-

Registrar, Ahmedabad-3 (Meinnagétr) at

Sr:No0.7294/17,

" (iv)Sale deed dated 01.12.2010 for the land

bearing Surv_ey/Block No.70 (Old Survey
No.73/2] admeasuring 2226 sq.mtrs.
situéte at Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka
Dascroi, District Ahmedabad, Sub-
(Memnagar)
registered with the '_ office of the Sub—.
Regist?ar, Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar) at

Sr.No.15271/22,

Sale deed dated 01.12.2010 for the land
.bef;lring Survey/Block No.67 (Old Survey
No.69) Iadmea.suring 1787 sq.mtrs. situate
at Mouje Village "'I—Iebatpur,l Taluka
Dascroi, District . Ahmedabad, ~Sub-
District ‘ Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar)
registered with the office of t.he _Sub-l

Regiétrar, Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar) at .

Sr.No.15269/25,



. Survey No.64

On or towards North

On or towards South
On or towards East

On or towards West

‘Survey No.65

On or towards North

On or towards South

'On or towards -East

On _dr towards West: :

LY

Survey No..'67

On or towards North

On or towérds South

On or towa.rdsl East

~Onor towards_-Wesf

Survey No.70
On.or towards North

On or towards South

On or towards East

On or towards West

: Survey No.65
: Survey No.55-56
: Survey No.50

: Survey No.63

: Survey No.67
: Survey No.64
'+ Survey No.49-50

: Survey No.66

: Survey No.71 -
: Survey No.65
E Survey No.49

" Survey Nos.66-68

A

: Survey No.72
: Survey No.67-68
: Survey No.71 -

: Survey No.69



be ordered to be set-aside and cancelled.

This Hp'n’ble Court be pleaséd to hold and

declare that the defendant No.1 has no right
.to sell agricultural lands of the joint family

and in turn the defendant No.2 has no right

to share the joint 'pqssés_sion with the present
plaintiffs and in turn this Hon’ble Court be

pleased to permanently restrain the

. defendant No.2 from interfering with the

possession of the present plaintiffs.

£y

That the defendants, their servants, agents

.bé permanently restrained from transferring,

alienating, mortgaging; gifting or dealing with

the suit properties in any manner whatsoever .
namely, land bearing Survey/Block Nos.59,
64, 65, 67 and 70 of village Hebatpur, Taluka

Dascroi, District Ahmedabad.

Costs of ‘this suit be provided for to the

- plaintiffs.



13. Vakalatnama, list of documents and copiss for the
service of the defendants are appended herewith.

14. The address of the plaintiffs as stated in the cause
title of the plaint is true and correct and is in

. conformity with the provisions of Order VI Rule-.

14A of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908.

15. All the properties are bounded as under:

Survey No.59

On or towards North : Survey No.60

On or towards South  : Survey No.58

On or towards East : Survey No.60

f) Such other and further relief as this Hon’ble
Court may deem just, fit and expedient be

granted.in favour of the plaintiffs.

.- The suit is for declaration and injunction and for

setting aside the sale deeds and therefore, the
same is valued at Rs.1,10,00,000/- and therefore,

a court-fee stamp of Rs.75,000/- is affixed on the

plaint. -

On or towards West : Siyado of village Shilaj



i

16. An affidavit in support of this plaint is filed

“herewith.

Place: Ahmedabad., 5 Ty WOW s e

Date: . -08-2011. . 5 N

. T ERU G RG ava

Advocate for plaintiffs

VERIFICATION -

I, o _, adult, occupation :
Agriculture/Household, the plaintiff No.__ -herein,
re31dent of Ahmedabad do hereby state a.nd verify that

what is stated hereinabove is true to the best of my own

be true.

Venﬁed at Ahmedabad on this day of

August 2011

Deponent

Identified by me

o . P

knowledge, information and belief; and I believe the same to : -
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: Q). REG. CIVIL SUIT NO. DS /2015

ORDER BELOW EXHIBIT 5

Heard the Ld. Advocate for plaintiff, also perused the case papers including the

present application.

From the facts and circumstances of present case, it appears that it shall be in
the interest of justice, if other side Is also given an opportunity of being heard

before passing any order against it. Hence, | pass the following order.

'ORDER e

s ' 'Urg,ént show cause notice: is ‘ordlered to be issued to the vdefendant‘her'eof- on. .

payment of P.F. R./O./  / /2015,

at

pr 3N L M
/T’LPrlncrpa(\éenlor Civil Judge o
Ahmedabad (Rural) @ Ahmedabad.
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Special Civil Suit No, 352 of 2015

ORDER BELOW EXHIBIT NOS, 5 IN
SPECIAL CIVIL SUIT NO. 352 OF 2015

' SUBJECT : APPLICATION FOR INTERIM INJUNCTON.

1. Plaintiff submitted written argument of this injunction application at Exhibit No.
22 and heard the Advocate for the defendant Mr. G. P. Bhavsar. Plaintiffs entered into
two agreement of sale with deceased Ramabhai Chaganbhai Prajapati on dtd 20th March,
1995 and on 2nd August, 1995. Defendants are heirs and legal representatives of the
deceased Ramabhai Chaganbhai Prajapati. First agreement mark 3/2 dtd 16.3.1995
pertains to agricultural land of block No. 65 of Village: Hebatpur for the area measuring
10,285 sq. yards for total consideration of Rs. 9,77,075/- and second agreement mark 3/1
executed on dtd 2.8.1995 pertains to agricultural lands of survey No. 67, 68, 69 and 73/2
_ total measuring area of 15,608 sq. yards. As per the contention of the plaintiff, plaintiff
paid Rs. 5,75,000/- against the first agreement to deceased Ramabhai and subsequently
paid Rs. 2,25,000/- to the deceased after second agreement dtd 2.8.1995. It is averred in
the plaint that unit sale price in the second .agreemem is not mentioned because of the
previous agreement has already mentioned the sale price. So, it was not repeated in the

second agreement.

2. On 26.11.2003, deceased Ramabhai was expired and the legal representatives of
the deceased have mentioned that due to legal proceedings going on with respect to the
suit properties in probate Court, they are unable to execute the sale deed. There is dispute
going on between the defendants, inter-se, in SCS No. 820/2011. It is averred that
' plaintiff is ready and willing to pay the remaining consideration to the legal
representatives of the deceased, but defendants are intending to dispose of the suit
property to the third party, to frustrate the sale agreements. Hence, plaintiff has filed this

injunction application.

3. Advocate for the defendant has argued that as per the revenue records, deceased

Ramabhai Chaganbhai Prajapati does not have title towards the suit properties as
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mentioned under second agreement. Under second agreement, deceased has mentloned
his 1/3rd share on the properties of block No. 65, 67, 64, 70 and executed the sale
agreement of total land area of 15,608 sq. yards of lands for the total consideration of Rs,

' 14,82,760/- at the rate of Rs. 95/- per sq. yard. In first agreement, deceased agreed to sale

entire land of block No. 65 but in subsequent agreement, it is mentioned 1/3rd share land
and share of other lands. ‘

4. If we perused the both the agreements, in second and last agreement bearing

mark 3/1, period of performance of the contract was agreed for 12 months and plaintiff
was to pay remaining consideration amount to the seller and deceased was to execute the
sale deed in favour of the plaintiff. So the period of agreement was fixed for 12 months,
During that time, plaintiff did not pay the full consideration to the plaintiff and deceased
Ramabhai Chaganbhai Prajapati could not produced the partition deed with his brothers

- and could not produc title clearance certificate. So as per the contention of the plaintiff,

they could not enforce the sale agreement against the deceased. 16years have been
passed after execution of the sale agreement with deceased and plaintiff have filed this
suit for specific performance of the agreement against the legal representatives of the

deceased. So plaintiff's suit is bad for delay and latches. Period of performance of the

contract is clearly mentioned in the sale agreement and under the terms of the sale

agreement, plaintiff was to pay full consideration to the deceased within one year, which
is not paid up. As per the revenue records, deceased Ramabhai Chaganbhai Prajapati
does not become exclusive owner of the suit properties, agreed under to sale. Defendants
denied such averments in the plaint of the plaintiff and contended that plaintiff has

approached after 20 year for the specific performance of the agreement made by the

deceased in the year 1995. So the suit for specific performance is time barred and if time

is essence of contract its performance should be enforced within reasonable time.

5. Considering the facts in the present case, subsequent litigation under tenancy law

started in the year 2001-02, before that § (o years past due to non-performance of the

agreement and this suit is filed in the year 2015, As per the terms of the agreement, 12

months of time is the essence of the contract, During that period, contract could not b
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_J‘/’ realised and even thereafter many years have passed. So plaintiff has does not have
i prima-facie case due to delay and latches. Due to non-performance of the agreement
/ . within reasonable time. After 20 years of the execution of the agreement price of the
properties have increased exorbitantly. So the terms of the original agreement cannot be

. implemented. So the balance of convenience is not in favour of the plaintiff. If the

injunction as prayed for, is granted, considering the nen-performance of the contract by
the defendants, then it would amount to more hardship to the defendants. So in the
present set of facts, plaintiff has no prima-facie case for the interim injunction
application as prayed for. Hence, present application for interim injunction is hereby

disallowed.

Order pronounced in the open Court on today i.e. 27th June, 2016,

(/i%/()u

Date: 27th June, 2016 ( Pinakin S. Joshi )
Ahmedabad A Principal Senior Civil Judge
. Ahmedabad (Rural)
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Princtpel Sense
IN THE COURT OF/ CIVIL JUDGE (S. D) AHMEDABAD
(RURAL) AT AHMEDABAD

: SPECIAL CIVIL SUIT NO. g AL OF 201 1

I. Jamnabe
Wd/o Ramabhai Chaganlal, _ S
Adult, Occupation Household work, : -

2. Maheshbhai S/o0 Ramabhai Chhaganbhai
: Prajapati,
Adult, Occupation Agriculture,

Z. Muaginbhai /0 Ramabhai Chhaganbhai
Prajapati,
Adult, Occupation Acm ~ulture,
All Residents of Baliyavas,
Amraiwadi, Ahmedabad. ... Plaintiffs

Versus

I. Kantibhai Ramabhai Prajapati,

- Acuit, Oceupation Service
Kesident of 654, Ambica Bhuvan,
Baliyavas, Amraiwadi,
Ahmeaabad - 26.

2. Bashikant Vasudev Patel,

- Adult, Geeupation Agriculture,
Resident of l 7, Heritage Home

haltej —~ Shilaj Road,

haltej, Ahmedabad.

Lo
i
2§
I

Suit for declaration, pe'r‘marlent

>ud) Bongett injunction and for sclting aside
St et 200 o] Yorulie) the sale decds
%‘*\Uw 1Lt DL ] (3ot
e ed, et k"ﬁ_ . Suit valued at Rs.23,00,000/- %

for all purposes
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The plaintiffs, above named, beg to submit as under:

1. That- the present plaintiffs Nos.2 & 3 and the
defendant No.l1 are the sons of plaintiff No.1 and
plaintiff No.1 is the widow of deceased Ramabhai
Chaganbhai. That properties bearing
“Survey/Block Nos.64, 65, 67 and 70 situated in'
the sim of Mouje Hebétpur, Taluka Dascroi, .
District ~Ahmedabad originally belonged to
Chaganbhai Punjabhai. Chagénbhai Punjabhai
died long back and the said sour Survey/Block _
Nos. were purchased by the sons of deceased

Chaganbhai Punjabhai. The pedigree is as under:

Chhaganbhai Punjabhai
I .
| _
i I |

Joltaram Ranchhodbhai Ramabhai
o [ |
—————————————— i Amrutbhai Naginbhai
I I l I
Sitaben . Padmaben’ Jagdishbhai Kantibhai
| | |
Dineshbhai Vallabhbhai Maheshbhai
| I |
Chimanbhai Kanaiyalal Gitaben
(died) | |
| ' Kashiram (died) Hasuben
Vijaybhai | |
| e Jamnaben

Lataben | | | |

| Kaliben Jayesh Manoj Manjuben
Mitaben (widow) 5\)\_1"}1\6"\\ ‘S‘
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Thus, in the aforesaid Survey/Block Nos.
Ramabhai had one-third share in the property.
That:the description of the property is given in the
last paragraph, however, the total measuréments

of each Survey/Block No. is as under:

Survey/Block No.64
(Old Survey No.67) 14873 sq.mtrs.

Survey/Block No.65
(Old Survey No.68) 8600 sqg.mtrs.

Survey No.67

(Old survey No.69) 10724 sg.mtrs.
Survey No.70 '
(Old Survey No.73/2) - 4958 sq.mtrs.
Total area 39155 sq.mfrs.

3. That out of this total area only one-third share

would go to Ramabhai husband of the plaintiff

No.l and father of the plaintiffs Nos.2 & 3.

4, Tﬁat Ramabhai has expired on 26.11.2003. That

deceased Ramabhai.had made his last Will, which

e is a registered Will. That under the said Will, his
undivided share in the property has been given to

the present piail'ltiffs. Apart from the said Survey

Nos., the deceased had also his exclusive property

in the Survey No0.3/10/4 and Census No.654/4
) o in the rvey /10/ . . /

%“3*“"“\1“2'3“(?“.15;&“{}%] admeasuring 12.04 sq.mtrs. where dec#zgé
B3I} dan) RS faen i
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residing and one tenemént No.10/4 é_dmeasuring
61.46 sq.mtrs. as well as one another tenement at
vil.lagé Vadad, | Gandinagar  bearing Survey
N6.104/2/312 paiki agricultﬁral land admeasuring
2 Acres and 35 gunthas. Similarly agricultural

land bearing Survey No.112, Survey No.111,

Survey No.102/1 and the undivided share in the'

property bearing Survey/Block Nos.64, 65, 68 and .

70.  All these properties as well as the _other
properties, are enumerated in the Will and
according to that Will the properties have been
given to the present plaintiffs as stated in the Will.

That in this Will except the joint properties which

are stated hereinabove of sons of deceased

Chaganbhai Punjabhai, rest of the properties are
the private properties of deceased Ramabhai. That
no property or share in the property is given by the

deceased in favour of Kantibhai.

That the present plaintiffs have already filed an

application for obtaining Probate bearing Probate

Application No.9/2007, which is pending for the
final disposal in the court of learned Second Joint

Sr. Civil Judge at Mirzapur, Ahmedabad.
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That during the pendency of thlS apphcann it has
come to the notice of the prebent plaintiffs that
Kantibhai, who has no right, title or interest in the
proiaerty, even then these properties being land
bearing Survey/Block Nos.64, 65, 67 and 70 all
situate at Mouje village Hebatpur, Taluka Dascroi,
District Ahmedabad, Sub-District Ahmedabad-3

(Memnagar) out of which sale is effected as under:

 Sur ve) [ Whole area | Sale ~of|value
No.’ (Sq.mtrs.) | Undivided (In Rs.)
Share
(Sq.mtrs)
64 14873 708 8,85,000/-
65  |8600  |409 5,15,000/-
67 10724  |510 6,40,000/-
70 4958 236 3,00,000/-

The sale deed of land bearing Survey/Block No.64
(Old Survey No.67) situate at Mouje Village
. Hebatpur, Taluka Dascrbi, District Ahmed‘a;bad,
Sub—Distﬁct Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagazr),

admeasuring 708 sq.mtrs., was registered with the

office  of the Sub-Registrar, Ahmedabad-3

(Memnagar) vide Sr.No.7292/16 dated 25.05.2010.
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Similarly, the sale deed of land bearing

Survey/Block No.65 (Old Survey No.68) situate at-

Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka Dascroi, District
Ahmedabad, Sub-District Ahmedabad-3
(Memnagar), admeasuring 409 sq.mtrs., was

registered with the office of the Sub-Registrar,

Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar), vide Sr.No.7289/16

dated 25.05.2010.

The sale deed of land bearing Survey/Block No.67
(Old Survéy No.69) situate at ‘Mouje Village
Hebatpur, Taluka Dascroi, District: Ahmedabad,

Sub-District Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar),

admeasuring 510 sq.mtrs., was registered with the

office.  of the Sub-Registrar, Ahmedabad-3

(Memnagar) vide Sr.NoL7292/ 16 dated 25.05.2010.

Similarly, the sale deed of land bearing
Survey/Block No.70 (Old Survey No.73/2) situate

at Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka Dascroi, District

Ahmedabad, Sub-District Ahmedabad-3,

(Memnagar), admeasuring 239 sq.mtrs., was
registered with the office of the Sub-Registrar,
Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar) vide Sr.No.'7292/ 16

dated 25.05.2010.

&
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Thus, the defendant has no right, title or interest
in any of the property and de‘cea..sed Ramabhéi has
also 'made a Will in which no property is given to
Kantibhai. Even then the aforesaid sales have
been effected, which are illegél and therefore, the
sales which are registered one are required to be
set-aside and cancelled and they are required to be

removed from the books of the office of the Sub-

Registrar.

{t is submitted that after the death of Chaganbhai,
Ramabhai and his brothers purchased property
bearing Sufvey/Block Nos.64, 65, 67 and 70. Rest
of the properties were exclusive properties of
deceased Ramabhai, which is inherited as per.the
Will.  That the present plaintiffs and the other
heirs and sons of deceased Chaganbhai Punjabhai

namely, Joitaram and Ranchhodbhai are the co-

~owners and so far no partition has taken place and

t)Ar.g} ,3 —\i‘hil
DIt | Gt 2 {31 px![,/'\}muf\nn i
Iy 1) EVESTSI

o = L A\
e g ¢, ARANTRE %\E&\C‘_’\\Cfl AR

Ved oy dy

therefore, the plaintiffs and other persons who are
shown in the pedigree are having the joint
possession. It is submitted that the heirs of

deceased Joitaram have also filed a suit for
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had followed a similar strategy of selling of the
joint family properties and for which the heirs of
deceased Joitaram have filed a suit for canceilation
of thé-sale deeds. In a similar manner, thé present

defendant No.1 has also sold some shares iﬁ the

property under the guise that he has undivided

shares therein. However, the present defendant
No.l has not been given any .right in the property
by the deceased Ramabhai and therefore, the Will
which was made way back in the year 2007 and
the defendant had knowledge of the same and
therefore, it is_ unfortunate that with a view to
cause difficulties to the présent plaintiffs, said
Kantibhai defendant here in has executed the saie'
of the aforesaid properties, as indicated
hereinabove on his undivided share. The sale
Idec:ds are executed in the month of May, 2010 and
those sale deeds have been executed in favour of
the defendant No.2. Thus, the transfer of
undivided shares by defendant No.l in favour of
defendant No.2 is illegal and therefore, all the salel
deeds are required to be lquashed and set-aside.

: §

It is submitted that the properties are joint family
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plaintiffs and other heirs of the deceased however,

excluding Kantibhai who is staying separately.

-However, it is also submitted that it is a joint

family property and therefore, a stranger namely,

th"e defendant No.2 herein cannot have a right of
joint possessio‘n. In. fact, the sales have been
effectéd but no possession is given nor defendant
No.2 has made any attenipt so far to interfere w.ith;
the possessioh. But there is an apprehensioﬁ that
the defendant No.2 may, on the ground of ‘being
the owner of the property und.er"the alleged sale
deeds, which are to be quashed and set-aside by
this suit, try to interfere with the possession and
therefore, with a view to avoid the conflict between
the parties, at the eéu*liest this suit is filed on’
having come to know about the sale for appropriate

relief.

Thaf the‘ certified copies of . the relevant
Survey/Block Nos. in which the entries have been
effected of the sale in question, were obtained in
March, 2011 and therefore, after taking'
appropriate advise, the present suit is filed. Some
time is also spent for getting the certified copies

from the Registrar of Documents and the
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documents were also obtained only in the first
week of July,'201 1 and therefore, this suit is filed
soon thereafter and within the period of limitation

from-the date of knowledge.

&

11. That the cause of action has arisen when the

. defendant No.l sold Survey/Block Nos.64, 65, 67
and 70 and got the sale deeds registered and when‘

the plaintiffs, on inquiry and obtaining the village

form No.7/12 in March, 2011 got the knowledge

and thereafter the certified copies of the sale deeds

were procured from the office of the Sub-Registrar

in the first week of July, 20]] and therefore,

immediately the present suit is filed and therefore,

the suit is within the period of limitation.

12.  That all the lands are situated at Hebatpur, within

5t
B

the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Court. Therefore,
this Hon’ble Court has jurisdiction to try, entertain
and decide this suit.

13.  The plaintiffs, therefore, pray that

a) This Hon’ble Court be pleased to hold and

declare that defendant No.1 has no right to

. i R ‘ ),._-;;f-'i'
54d) Joadae, AL AR BT R Sy i
Pl 2pgead ;‘,/’ s

‘3‘){\,\[\”{11 P S1ey
OLS g Traue $Der gl

b \ Ve kegp



sell the joint family properties of deceased
Ramabhai as well as the ancestral properties

inherited from Ramabhai.

b)"  This Hon’ble Court be pleased to hold and
declare that the defendént No.1 has wrongly
sold undivided ‘share in the properties
namely, Survey Nos.64, 65, 67 and 70 to'
defendant No.2 and therefore, all the sale

deeds, namely,

() The sale deed of land bearing
Survey/Block No.64 (Old Survey No.67)
situate at Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka
Dascroi, District Ahmedabad, Sub-District
Ahmedabad—S (Memnagar), admeasuring
708 sq.mtrs., Was registered with thel office
of the Sub-Registrar,, Ahmedabad-3
(Memnagar) vide Sr.No.7292/%®- dated

25.05.2010.

(ii) The sale’ deed of land bearing:
Survey/Block No.65 (Old Survey No.68)

situate at Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka

Dascroi, District Ahmedabad, Sub-District
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Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar), admeasuring
409 sq.mtrs., was registered with the office
of the ‘Sub—Registrar, Ahmedabad-3
(Memnagar), vide Sr.No.7289/1% dated

25.05.2010.

(iii)The sale deed of land bearing

Survey/Block No.67 (Old Survey No.69)

situate at Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka

Dascroi, District Ahmedabad, Sub-District

Ahmedabad-3 (Memnagar), admeasuring

510 sq.mtrs., was registered with the office
of the Sub-Registrar, Ahmedabad-3
(Memnagar) vide Sr.No.7292/18 dated

25.05.2010.

(ivJThe sale deed of land hearing

sSurvey/Block No.70 (Old Survey No.73/2)
situate at Mouje Village Hebatpur, Taluka
Dascroi, District Ahmedabad, Sub-District
Ahmedabad-3 (Memmnagar), admeasuring
239 sq.mtrs., was registered with the offices
of the Sub-Registrar, Ahmedabad-3
(Memnagar) vide Sr.No.7292/%#8. dated

25.05.2010.
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be ordered to be set-aside and cancelled.

This Hon’ble Court be pleased to hold and
declare that the defendant No.1 has no right
to sell agricultural lands of the joint family
and in turn the defendént No.2 has no right
to share the joint possession with the present
plaintiffs and in turn this Hon’ble Court be
pleased to permanently restrain the
defendant No.2 from interfering with the

possession of the present plaintiffs.

That the defendants, their servants, agents
be permanently restrained from transferring,
alienating, mortgaging, gifting or dealing with
the suit properties in any manner whatsoever
namely, land bearing Survey/Block Nbs.64,
'65, 67 and 70 of village Hebatpur, Taluka

Dascroi, District Ahmedabad.

Costs of this suit be provided for to the

plaintiffs.
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f) Such other and further relief as this Hon’ble
Court may deem just, fit and expedient be

granted in favour of the plaintiffs.

14, The suit is for declaration and injunction and for
setting aside the sale deeds and therefore, the
same is valued at RS.QS,O0,000/— and therefore, a

§="

(,/". AN P f:_
court-fee stamp of Rs.-i?\z:‘_f_/— is affixed on the

p plaint.

15, Vakalatnama, list of documents and copies for the

service of the defendants are appended herewith.

16.  The address of the plaintiffs as stated in the cause
title of the plaint is true and correct and is in
cdnformity with the provisions of Order VI Rule-
14A of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908.

17.  All the properties are bounded as under:

Survey No.64

On or towards North » Survey No.65
On or towards South : Survey No.55-56
On or towards East : Survey No.50

-On or towards West : Survey No.63
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Survey No.65

On or towards North
On or towards South
On or towards East

On or towards West

Survey No.67

On or towards North
On or towards Soufh
On or towards East

On or towards West

Survey No.70

On or towards Nortﬁ
On or towards South
On or towards East

On or towards West

8. An éffid_avit in support of this plaint is filed

herewith.

Place: Ahmedabad.,

Date 1,24 -08-2011. n
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Advocate for plaintiffs

: Survey No.67
: Survey No.64
: Survey No.49-50

: Survey No.66

: Survey No.71
: Survey No.65
: Survey No.49

: Survey Nos.66-68

: Survey No.72

: Survey No.67-68

: Survey No.71

: Survey No.69
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VERIFICATION

__“/_“_Tjjjf‘jf"’ adult, occupation
Agriculture/Household, the pléintiff No.

v

herein,
resident of Ahmedabad,

do hereby state and verify that
what is stated hereinabove ig true to the best of my own
knowledge; information and belief; and [ believe the same to

be true.

. . 2
Verified at Ahmedabad on this _._ day of
August, 2011 | '

Dep_gnent s\ 3endnn
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