71/ Civil M.A.No. 44/2025
Pallavi Vs. Bhagyashri and Ors.

ol CNR NO. MHSI070005752025

EI% Order passed below Exh. No.01
in Civil M.A.No. 44/2025

This is an application filed by the applicant for
grant of Heirship Certificate under Section 2 of Bombay
Regulation Act 1827.

2. Brief facts of the application are as under

Pandurang Krishnaji Tandel was the owner of
Motorcycle bearing registration No. MH-07-AD-3295 and
the same was registered in his name. Pandurang Krishnaji
Tandel expired on 13/07/2024. The applicant is the wife of
the deceased Bipin Suryakant Satalkar. Respondent no. 1
and 2 are daughters and respondent no. 3 is son of
deceased Pandurang Krishnaji Tandel. After the death of
Pandurang Krishnaji Tandel, applicant and respondents
herein are the only legal representatives to him. Therefore
in order to change the ownership of the said motorcycle in
the record of RTO, Sindhudurg, the applicant is in need of a

heirship certificate.

3. The applicants have not filed any application
other than this present application in any other court with
respect to the subject matter of this application. The
applicants herein are the only legal heirs of the deceased
Pandurang Krishnaji Tandel. The applicant further states

that, there is no impediment to grant Heirship certificate
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under Section 2 of Bombay Regulation Act 1827. Hence, the
applicant prayed to grant the Heirship Certificate in the

name of applicant.

4. The respondents, vide their say at Exh. 14, have
raised no objection to the application being granted as

prayed for.

5. The objection to this application was called by
issuance of public notice Exh.11 in daily newspaper “Dainik
Prahar” on 27/12/2025. After issuance of the said notice,
no one appeared before this Court raising objection in

respect of the present application.

6. Heard the learned counsel on behalf of the
applicants. Perused record. Following points arises for my

determination and I have recorded my findings thereon as

under ;
Sr. No. Points Findings
1 Whether the applicants prove that
they are the legal heirs of the Yes
deceased Pandurang Krishnaji
Tandel ?
2 Whether the applicant is entitled Yes

to grant a Heirship Certificate, as
prayed for ?

3 What order ? Application
is allowed.
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REASONS

AS TO POINT NO(s). 1 TO 3

7. To prove the claim, the applicants have filed
applicant's affidavit at Exh. 15. She reiterated all the facts
stated in the application and produced the certain
documentary evidence on record namely i) Death
Certificate of deceased at Exh.17. ii) Copy of RC of the said
motorcycle bearing registration No. MH-07-AD-3295 iii)
Letter dated 28/11/2025 issued by RTO Sindhudurg at
Exh.16. Lastly, the applicant closed their her of evidence by
filing pursis at Exh.21.

8. The respondent no. 1 to 3 did not adduce any

evidence and filed their evidence close pursis at Exh.22.

9. Perused the record. The applicant has examined
herself at Exh.15. Her oral evidence is the verbatim
reproduction of the contentions in the application. The
documentary evidence filed vide list Exh.4,and 19 are
proved in the applicant’s affidavit in lieu of examination in
chief at Exh.15. The death certificate Exh.17 shows that
deceased Pandurang Krishnaji Tandel expired on

13/07/2024.

10. From the affidavit filed at Exh.15 coupled with
aforesaid documentary evidence, it has been proved that

the parties herein are the legal heir of deceased Bipin
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Suryakant Satalkar. No one appeared before this Court
raising objection in respect of the present application.
Accordingly, it has come on record that, the applicants
being the legal heirs of deceased Bipin Suryakant Satalkar
are entitled for the heirship -certificate in respect of
motorcycle bearing registration No. MH-07-AD-3295. The
respondent nos 1 to 3 have no objection to issuing heirship

certificate in the name of the applicant no.1.

11. Moreover the entire case and all the evidence
adduced by the applicant has remained unchallenged. The
oral evidence adduced by the applicant is duly corroborated
by the documentary evidence. There appears no reason to
disbelieve the same. Hence, I answer the point nos. 1 and 2
in the affirmative and as to point no.3 pass following

order :

ORDER
1. [ Civil MA. No. 44/2025 is allowed.

2. |Issue Heirship Certificate in the name of
applicant Smt. Pallavi Pandurang Tandel
in respect of motorcycle bearing
registration No. MH-07-AD-3295.

3. |The applicant shall pay necessary Court
Fees as per rules.
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4. |On payment of Court fees, the heirship
Certificate be issued in the name of
applicant forthwith, as prayed for.

(Pronounced and dictated in open Court.)

Sd/-
Place - Malvan M.K.Fakih
Date - 02/05/2026 Civil Judge (J.D.) Malvan.



