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1. The respondent is the appellant applicant. Record shows that in
the probate proceeding, she has given her consent. The probate
was granted on 5t December, 1987. After almost 30 years, the
daughter filed an application for revocation of grant of probate on a
specious plea that her signature on the consent affidavit was
forged. However, she has not categorically denied of having
received proceeds of the estate in terms of the Will. The mother was

the executor. The Will was proved in accordance with the law.



2. It is quite clear that the objection after 30 years was raised with a
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mala fide purpose. Moreover, we are not satisfied with the
explanation offered for not being able to challenge the Will within a
reasonable time. It is unbelievable that she was unaware of the
pendency of the probate proceeding. Even if we assume that she
was made to believe that the document on which she has to put
her signature may be used for some other purpose, but it is
expected for her to ascertain within reasonable time the outcome of

the document on which she has put her signature.

. On such consideration, we do not find any reason to admit the

appeal.
The appeal and the application stand dismissed. However, there

shall be no order as to costs.

(SOUMEN SEN, J.)

(BISWAROOP CHOWDHURY, J.)



