In the Court of Nasim Nazar, Sub-Judge Cum A.C.J.M.,
Narkataigan, West Champaran
Title Suit No. 256/2009
CISNO TS 168/2018

Dina Nath Singh & others....cccccveeiiiiiiiiieieiiecencercescescencences plaintiffs
Versus

Sk.Quamrul Hoda & others.....c.cceceieiieiieiiecincieccncccscncencens Defendants

DATE ORDER REMARKS

04.12.2024 An amandment petition under order 6 rule 17 read
with section 151 C.P.C. for amendment of written
statement has been filed by defendants 1st party is as,
follows:-
That the defendants have filed their W.S. which is
on record of this case and during preparation of this
suit it is revealed that due to the mistake of typist and
also some in advertant mistake of the draftsman some
lerrors came in existence in the written statement of]
these defendants. That the proposed amendment is
formal in nature and is not going to effect the nature of]
the suit.
That in the 3rd line of para no.5 of the W.S filed by
|[defendant 1st party after the word "declaration" the
words" of title and cancellation of sale deed of these
|[defendants” be added.
That, in the 12 th line of para no-10 of the w.s the
last word "retrospective and as well prospective " be
|[deleted and its place "legal” be added.

That at page no 5 of the W.S. filed by defendants
1** party in para no-10 in 3rd line after the word "as"
and before word "family", the word " Joint" be added.
That at the end of page no 7 in para no. 12 of the W.S.
following lines be added.

"The property in question is the property belonging
to the mother of Nathuni Prasad and hence after death
of Ram Pyari Devi the said property will go to the
Nathuni Prasad exclusively and any other person have
not got any right, title or interest in such proparty"

That in 10th line of para no. 13 of W.S. "1315" be
|[deleted and on this place "1351" be added.
That in 3rd line of page no -10 after the word
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Continue [‘person” and before the word "it" the word "and" be
04.12.2024(, 3ded.

That in the 1st line of page no. 11 of the W.S. the

second word "Settlement of " be deleted and on this
place “ The mutation order passed in” be added.
That, in the 7th line of page no-14 of the W. S. after the
word “a” and before the word "moment" existing
word“ingle” be deleted and on this place “Single” be
added.

A rejoinder on behalf of the plaintiff against the
petition of amendment dated 01-05-2024 filed by the
|[defendant 1st party is as Follows:-

That petition under reference is quite mala-fide
and vexatious and not at all maintainable either in the
leyes of law and on facts and it is fit to be rejected.

That defendants have got no right to file the
amendment petition. Petition has been filed in belated
stage. Evidence of both party is completed long earlier.
Argument on behalf of the plaintiff is also completed
much earlier and argument of defendants is going on
|lgut just to linger the matter the petition has been filed

y the defendants.
That petition has been filed on entirely false,
wrong and concocted statement with oblique motive to
|[delay the disposal of suit and to vex, victimize and
harass the plaintiff.

That the proposed amendment is not formal rather
it is going to change the basic structure of the claim of]
|[defendants. By the proposed amendment defendants
are trying to withdraw admission made earlier and to
introduce all together a new case which is contradictory
to his earlier claim. Such amendment is not permissible
in the eyes of law.
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Continue That under the facts and circumstances stated

04.12.2024

above it is quite clear that the proposed amendment is
mala-fide and it is an attempt of defendants to snatch
away the right of the plaintiff accrued to them by the
admission of defendants.

In any view of the matter the petition does not
merit any consideration and fit to be rejected outrightly
otherwise the plaintiff shall be put in serious, heavy
and irreparable loss, injury and great prejudice.

Heard both the side and perused the case record,
from perusal of the case record it appears that the
amendment petition is formal in nature and if it is
allowed it will not change the nature of the suit,
therefore in the interest of justice the petition is
allowed.

Put up 04.01.2025 for further proceeding.

Sub-Judge
Narkatiaganj




