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. VL orrasad and Uyl Sireh conngel Teor o Tlaintiff
Y. Tappoc . roungel Tor the Defendant

mhe plaintiff was 1% yvears old when this action was filed by
her next friend mota Tram,

PRANTIA DPEVI, the female }'}]__,-;;I__nt;i.:!":‘:f;‘, Allopea that hor Tather,
Jegar ath, who 61Ldkon 18th Farch, 1475 4id not walie ample provision
for her maintenance,

Lt Vo

Jagar Fath's will appointed big son rvium as execntor and left

t1e irncome from his cotate Lo his wile.,  Yollowily

s her death the will
dirceted beouests of L0000 nneh o dhe wlaintifl who ig degcribed
ag hiz dsughter and his prondsen, and the reoidue absolutely to the
abdve named Arjun.

TProbate wags holen out by Ariun on 4th +nril, 1972, and the vilue

of the eastate wag more than ~03,000.00,
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mhe clain, made under sectliovi % of the Tnheriftarce (Memily Irovicion)
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“Qrder, rar, 40 was filed on 2611 fpvember, 1Q0RC, i.c¢. more than 2o vears
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after vrohate was
Tagar Vath's wife died in 1970, .

“he defeneo £iled an aflfidavit on 101h oy, 1981 alleming thot the
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nor was she an adophed dauchier.

£F Praveona was rot tha naberal danehbor of D dcceamed Jasar la
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T+ claims that the testator simply referred to her as "daughtern bocm s
che was a distant relative who lived in close association with his family,

However, at the hearirg the defence raised the issue that under the sct

the plaintiff was time barred under section 4. Oy that section the court
eannot mnke on order unless the smplication was made within six montio

of probato bheing crantaed,
mkere 1o no sechion which allown eulensions of the peried in be
granted because of infancy, siclmnog, ment afflictior, ete. In oy

reopectlul view this in o shoieomine in bhe fel which ronld lead to

hardship and which the Tratalatoys ny oee CUh Lo rewedy, mho Upeliah,

provisions have been amended to sllow rolief of ihe kind T have mentioned,
mhe defence objcolion miccoedn,
mhe elaim is dismissed hoving heer made affter the statutory period
of six months under sechion 4 had expired,  ©he plaintiff will vay the

coats hereofl,
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