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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

SA No. 131 of 2025

Chetaram S/o Bhuvneshwar Aged About 30 Years R/o Village Kharkatta Tahsil
Pathalgaon District - Jashpur (C.G.)

... Appellant

versus

1 - Tilotama (Died) Through Lrs.
1.A - Jageram S/o Late Gajadhar Aged About 75 Years R/o Village Gharsiya P.S.
And Tahsil Pathalgaon District - Jashpur (C.G.)
1.B - Belamani D/o Jujeram Aged About 50 Years R/o Kunkuri Tahsil Kunkuri And
District - Jashpur (C.G.)
1.C - Chandrashekhar S/o Jujeram Aged About 46 Years R/o Village Gharsiya
P.S. And Tahsil Pathalgaon District - Jashpur (C.G.)
1.D - Laxmi Bai D/o Jujeram Aged About 42 Years R/o Village Katangjhor Tahsil
Pathalgaon District - Jashpur (C.G.)
1.E - Chandramani D/o Jujeram Aged About 40 Years R/o Village Gharsiya P.S.
And Tahsil Pathalgaon District - Jashpur (C.G.) (Village Name Correctly Mention
In 1-AJc And Je)
2 - Dhankumari D/o Chaitan W/o Usatram Aged About 48 Years R/o Village
Kharkatta Tahsil Pathalgaon District - Jashpur (C.G.)
3 - Suresh S/o Kailash Aged About 20 Years R/o Village Kadro Tahsil Pathalgaon
District - Jashpur (C.G.)
4 - Rajesh S/o Kailash Aged About 28 Years R/o Village Kadro Tahsil Pathalgaon
District - Jashpur (C.G.)
5 - Kailash Aged About 50 Years R/o Village Kadro Tahsil Pathalgaon District -
Jashpur (C.G.)
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6 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through Collector Jashpur (C.G.) (State/ Resp. No. 6
Name Not Mention In The Cause Title Of Impugned Judgment Of Civil Appeal
Whereas It Is A Party In The Civil Suit Thus Name Is Mention Here )

... Respondents

Order Sheet

07/08/2025

Mr. Hemant Gupta, counsel for the appellant.
Ms. Mandvi Bharadwaj, Panel Lawyer for the State/
respondent No.6.
Heard.
This appeal is admitted for hearing on the following
substantial questions of law:-
1. Whether the trial Court as well
as the first appellate Court were
justified in holding that defendant
Chetaram had not proved the
execution of Will, as provided under
Section 63 of the Indian Succession
Act, 1925 and Section 68 of the Indian
Evidence Act, 1872.

2, Whether the finding recorded by
the trial Court as well as the first
appellate Court that the civil suit filed is
within limitation, is perverse and

illegal?

Issue notice to the respondents on the merit of the

appeal along with a copy of substantial questions of law, by
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ordinary mode as well as by registered post.

PF be paid within a week.

List this case immediately after service of notice.

In the meantime, it is directed that status-quo, as it
exits today, shall be maintained by the parties, till the next
date of hearing.

Sd/-
(Naresh Kumar Chandravanshi)

Judge
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