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IN THE COURT OF THE MUNSIFF,  KODUNGALLUR.
Present:- Smt.Karthika.K.,Munsiff.

Monday, the 7th day of April, 2026/17th Chaithram, 1947 SE
                                     

I.A.3  /2026 in O.S.526/2025  

Petitioners
1. Sudheesh, S/o. Pazhooparambil Krishnankutty

Pappinivattam Village, Kalariparambu Desom,
Kodungallur Taluk.

2. Sunilkumar, S/o. Pazhooparambil Krishnankutty,
Pappinivattam Village, Kalariparambu Desom,
Kodungallur Taluk.

3. Sushama, W/o.Charthamkudath Ramakrishnan,
Kodamkulam Desom, Padiyoor Village,
Mukundapuram Taluk.

By Adv.T.M.Sabala

Respondents

1. Kalariparambu U.P. School, Kalariparambu Desom,
Pappinivattam Village, Kodungallur Taluk,
represented by  present School Manager,
Seena, W/o.Mandathara Surendradas,
Ezhuthachan Nagar Desom, 28/566 2nd Lane,
P.O.Vadakkechira, Thrissur Village & Taluk.

2. Nisha, D/o.Mandathara Surendradas,
Ezhuthachan Nagar Desom, 28/566 2nd Lane,
P.O.Vadakkechira, Thrissur Village & Taluk.

3. Ramesh, S/o.Pazhooparambil Krishnankutty
Pappinivattam Village & Desom, Kodungallur Taluk.

4. Pradeep, S/o. Pazhoopparambil Krishnankutty,
Pappinivattam Village & Desom, Kodungallur Taluk.

By Adv.K.P.Manoj

This petition coming on this day for hearing before me, 
the court on the same day passed  the following:-

                                                     
                                                ORDER

This  is  a  petition  filed  under  Order  6  Rule  17  for 

amendment  of  injunction  petition  in  IA.1/2025.   The  plaintiff 
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wrongly incorporated the plaint ‘B’ schedule after the ‘D’ schedule 

instead of ‘C’ schedule.  This is a mistake occurred from the side 

of  the  plaintiff.   It  is  further  averred  that  plaintiff  omitted  to 

incorporate plaint ‘A’ schedule on the southern boundary of plaint 

‘C’ schedule.  No change in the structure of suit will happen due 

to  amendment.   Hence  this  petition  may  be  allowed.   The 

defendant objected this petition and stated that there is a delay in  

filing this  petition.   The identity  of  the property  will  change if 

amendment is allowed.  

2.  Heard sides.

3.   By  hearing  the  counsel  for  both  sides  and  going 

through the plaint and petition. I am convinced that the plaintiff 

intends to bring more  clarity  to the identity of the plaint schedule 

property.  If the properties are not properly identified it will cause 

prejudice  and  hardship  to  plaintiff.   Therefore  the  petition  is 

allowed.  Carry out amendment.

           Pronounced by me in open court, on this the 7th day of 
April, 2026.

      Sd/-
KARTHIKA.K
  MUNSIFF

Appendix-NIL
                                               Id/-

        MUNSIFF
copied by:KS                                                 (By order)
compared by:                    //True copy//

                                                               Junior Superintendent


