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Santosh Singh & Others v Usha Pnadey & others.
Title Suit Case N0.250/2022
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Title Suit Case No0.250/2022

npumber 11645 va 11646" be inserted after the word "dastavej" (document). And
on page 9, at the beginning of the *kursinama* (genealogy/pedigree), the name

nSantvaks Chaubey” be struck out.
» In the plaint, page 10. below the full description of the disputed land, the words
"dastavej va 11645 dinank 08-09-1989 dwara kharidi gayi zameen ka vivaran"
purchased via document no. 11645 dated 08-09-1989) be inserted;

(details of land
after the existing boundary description "West-Road

and in Annexure No. 1. line 7,
and Khesra No. 477, Area 0.31 Decimals,
"dastavej number 1146 dinank 08-09-1989 dwara kharidi gayi zameen ka vivaran:

163, Anchal and Thana-Jagdishpur, District-Bhojpur,
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Mauja-Harigaon, Thana No.
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s matter. Defendant
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I1. Discussion and Findings

[ have heard the rival submissions of the parties and carefully perused the materials
available on record, including the specific particulars of the amendment.

The proposed amendments primarily seek to:

Clarify the genealogy (kursinama) and specific family details (e.g., adding reference to
Ram Igbal Dubey, Kedar Dubey, etc.).

Rectify specific typographical errors inn
K hata numbers, replacing "palis" with "nalish", replacing "viniyit" with "nishchit™).

umbers, dates, and legal terms (e.g., correcting

Incorporate detailed tracking of past consolidation proceedings (such as Appeal Case
No. 107/1983-84 and Revisional Cases before the Director of Consolidation, Patna) and
registered sale deed particulars (Document Nos. 11645 and 11646 dated 08-09-1989).
Insert paragraph 8A to contextualize the dispute regarding the new survey Khatiyan.

It is a settled principle of law that amendments should be allowed liberally if they are
necessary to determine the real question in controversy, provided they do not introduce a
completely new cause of action or change the fundamental nature of the suit.

In the present case, the suit is at the pre-trial stage (settlement of issues). The
proposed amendments  merely  elaborate  upon  the existing  facts,  correct
typographic/clerical slips regarding  plovholding numbers, and bring the specitic

revenue/consolidation record details on record. Allowing these amendments will prevent
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irremediable prejudice to the defendants. The objections ra A ‘
d by providing an opportunity to file an

0. 4 can be|

adequately compensated in terms of costs an
additional written statement.

I11. Order

Consequently, the amendment petition dated 15.12.2025 filed by the plaintift under Order
VI Rule 17 of the C.P.C. is hereby allowed. subject to a cost of ¥500/- (Rupees Five
Hundred only) to be deposited by the plaintiff in the Nazarat.

The Plaintiff is directed to pay/deposit the cost and file the amended plaint
incorporating all the specified corrections/additions as per petition and serve such
amendment plaint to defendant no 3. 4B and 4C through both mode summons and
registered summons at once.

Defendants shall be at liberty to file an additional/amended written statement within the

statutory period following the receipt of the amended copy of the plaint.

Putupon...................... for payment of cost, filing

proceedings Ofthe amcnded plaint, and furlhcr

Civil Judge Jr Djy. Jagdishpur

Bhojpur
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