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AJAY TEWARI, J.(Oral)
This appeal has been filed against the concurrent orders/judgments

dismissing the suit filed by the appellant. The appellant had challenged the
Will made by her father in favour of the brother-respondent.

Both the Courts below found that the deceased had executed two
Wills. The first one was made in 1998 and the second one in the year 2004.
Both the Wills were in the favour of the respondent. The Courts below also
noticed that at the time of executing of the first Will the appellant was
unmarried and that is why the deceased had cast the responsibility of her
marriage on the respondent. As regards second Will, the deceased had
mentioned that he did not want to give anything to the appellant as he had
spent enough money on her marriage. Both the Courts below noticed that both
the Wills were registered. The Courts also relied upon the statement of the
appellant which was suffered by her during the revenue proceedings where she
had accepted that both the Wills were valid. Both the Courts below found that
the anomalies pointed out by the appellant could not be really termed as
suspicious circumstances as those were small contradictions which may occur

during the execution of documents. Before me the only argument raised is that
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the suspicious circumstances have not been fully explained. This is a pure
issue of fact. Even the questions posed are pure questions of fact. On a reading
of both the judgments, it cannot be said that the conclusions drawn by the
Courts below are so palpably perverse or erroneous so as to justify interference
in second appeal.
In this view of the matter, appeal stands dismissed.
Since the main case has been decided, the pending civil

miscellaneous application, if any, also stand disposed of.
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