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ORDER BELOW EXH. No. 20
(Passed on 23" day of January, 2026)

Claimant has filed this application for grant of

permission to lead evidence.

2. In short, the petition was fixed for the evidence of
claimant, but case proceeded without evidence of the claimant.

Therefore she prayed for grant of permission to lead evidence.

3. The application is opposed by the respondent No.1
contending that this application is filed after two years. There is

considerable delay. Therefore, no such permission may be given.

4. Heard both the sides. Perused record and proceedings.
On perusal of the record it seems that the petition is proceeded
without evidence of the claimant long back. But in order to have a
decision of petition on merit, I find it appropriate to give one

opportunity to the claimant. Hence, following order:

ORDER
1) Application is allowed.
2) The claimant is permitted to lead evidence.
3) Accordingly application stands disposed off.

4) No order as to costs.
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I affirm that, the contents of this P D. E file are word to word,

as per the original Order.
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