101 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
RSA No0.3253 of 2013 (O&M)
Date of Decision: October 06, 2015

Jaswant Singh .... Appellant

VS.
Raghbir Kaur and others .... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present: None.

1. Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
Jjudgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Kuldip Singh J.(Oral)

Challenged in the present regular second appeal is the
judgment and decree dated 27.02.2013 passed by learned Addl. District
Judge, Kurukshetra, affirming the judgment and decree dated 29.10.2010
passed by learned Civil Judge (Jr. Divn.), Kurukshetra, vide which the suit
of the plaintiff for declaration with consequential relief of permanent
injunction was dismissed.

A perusal of the pleadings shows that the plaintiff had
challenged a judgment and decree dated 07.08.1987 passed in C.S.
No0.692 of 1987 by the then Sub Judge llird Class, Kurukshetra allegedly
suffered by the plaintiff. The defendant has affirmed the correctness of the
decree. It was held by both the courts below that the plaintiff had already
been adopted by Kartar Kaur and he is entitled to inherit the property in the
adopted family. Both the courts below have recorded the findings of facts
and correctly passed the decree. No substantial question of law is made
out.

Hence, the present regular second appeal stands dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)

October 06, 2015 JUDGE
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