
IN THE COURT OF HON’BEL CIVIL JUDGE SENIOR
DIVISION AT GANGAKHED

Civil App. No.04/2026 E. A, \
Rahila Begum

VERSUS
Madhusuand and others

Claim : Injunction.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HONOUR,

In the above case plaintiff submits this petition U/o 6 Rule 17 of

C.P.C. for amendment in pleading as under:

1] That, in paragraph No.6 of plaint plaintiff has avert that, father

of plaintiffs has purchased land survey no.428/5 by way of two

different sale deeds from Sunil Chaudhary and Avinash Chaudhary to

the extent of 01 H 94 R each. It is specifically pleaded that, area

purchased by the sale deed is towards northern side of Parli-

| Gangakhed Road.

2] That, in sale deed No. 441/2006 though are purchased by father

4 eA of plaintiff was in two portions, area of each part not specifically avert

cK) 9092 " sale deed. Second part shown in sale deed is not possession of

\ father of plaintiff. Father of plaintiff was in possession from southern

oooe side of Gangakhed Parli Road. Defendant no.| has taken undue
eo Yt

advantage of averments of sale deed and try to encroach on land of

oeox

ORDER

      O.S. to Say.

CJSD, Gangakhed.



&

ee
ल ल 7 44)/ल ल ल

: ie ATS
mae Ter

LRETATTAIG -
ल ल ल aepefiar eT
arr rele Amendment

-ल ल ल ल ल ल ल ल ल ल MIB’ AeA
OTe HU STAT Eee
sea quo RE SA

ART OL
frolang- yer A
qe BE as
bial "26 ea 3

ल ल .
ल ल ल



eye

plaintiff. Therefore to bring these facts on record, plaintiff want to

insert para no. 7 A as under:

“7A] That, in sale deed bearing No.441/2006 dated 16/06/2006

executed by Sunil Ramrao Choudhary in favor of father of

defendant no.1 to 3 area purchased shown in two parts. But

second part shown by name of father of defendant no.1 to 3

never in possession of their father second part shown in sale

deed was not specifically mentioned in area. The area purchased

ल ल ल by fatherof-plaintiff no.1 to 3 by way of sale deed was in their

possession. This fact could be ascertained as father of plaintiffs

has applied to Deputy Inspector of Land Record, Gangakhed in

- the year 2007 and from measurement it was transpired that area

purchased by father of defendant no.1 to 3 was in his possession

and entire land was towards southern side of Gangakhed — Parli

Road. But defendant no.2 to 3 want to take undue advantage of

Ga part of portion avert in sale deed No.441/2006 to

dispossess the plaintiff from peaceful possession. As such suit

of plaintiff may kindly be decreed.”

3] . That, the proposed amendment does not change the nature of

pleading not cause prejudice to other side. Hence to meet ends of



justice proposed amendment may kindly be permitted to carry by.

inserting para no.7 A in plaint.

PRAYER

It is therefore prayed that, plaintiff may be permitted to amend

the plaint by inserting para no. 7 A in plaint mentioned above.

Date : 1 ae} b Plaintiff

oS

Salma Begum Faizul -Ur-Raheman
: Through G.P.A.
| : Quresh Mohammad Fayyaz S/o

Faizul -Ur-Raheman

VERIFICATION

It is verified that, contents of above petition are true and correct

to the best of our knowledge and belief, hence verified today at

Parbhani.

Date : 4 Neb Plaintiff

Through

re Salma Begum Oe —Ur-Raheman
ws Through G.P.A.

RNS ar Quresh Mohammad Fayyaz S/o
enc | Faizul —Ur-Raheman

Ady. M. M. Bhogaonkar
parbhani
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IN THE COURT OF HON’BEL CIVIL JUDGE
SENIOR DIVISION AT GANGAKHED

Civil App. No.04/2026
Rahila Begum

VERSUS
Madhusuand and others

Claim : Injunction.

AFFIDAVIT

I Qureshi Fayyaz S/o Faizul —Ur — Raheman, Age :

42 years, Occ.: Business, R/o Parbhani Tq. Dist. Parbhani do hereby

solemnly affirms and state on oath as under:

‘That, deponent is G.P.A. Holder of plaintiff and on behalf of

plaintiff filed this affidavit.

That, deponent filed petition for amendment in plaint U/o 6

Rule 17 before this Hon’ble court.

That, contents of said petition may kindly be treated as part and

parcel of this affidavit.

That, contents of said petition are true and correct.

“Hence this affidavit.

Date: ' \ef Deponentल ल
Quresh Ss Fayyaz S/o

Faizul -Ur-Raheman
R/o Parbhani Tq. Dist. Parbhani
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It is verified that, contents of above affidavit are true and correct

to the best of our knowledge and belief, hence verified today at

Parbhani.

Date: 7! 3126 Deponent

Quresh Mohammad Fayyaz S/o
Faizul —Ur-Raheman

R/o Parbhani Tq. Dist. Parbhani

AFFIDAVIT

Solemniy affirmes petore me
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: THE COURT OF HON’BEL CIVIL JUDGE SENIOR
DIVISION AT GANGAKHED

Civil App. No.04/2026 Z ay
: Rahila Begum CAL

VERSUS
Madhusuand and others

Claim : Injunction.
MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HONOUR,

In the above case plaintiff submits as under:

Plaintiff submits the application for extension of status-quo

order which is pleased to pass by this Hon’ble court on previous date.

That, Hon’ble court has granted the status-quo for both the

sides. On present date plaintiff has filed the application for

amendment in plaint which is required for the proper adjudication.

Without this amendment controversy between the parties cannot be

decided and accordingly multiplicity of litigation as well as

complication will be arise. Therefore status-quo order may kindly be

extended till the next order on Exh.5

PRAYER
It is therefore prayed that, order of status-quo may kindly be

extended till the next order on Exh.5.

Date : +4 A if Plaintiff

Through

wh Salma Begum Faizul —Ur-Raheman
ल Through G.P.A.

apail (Quresh Mohammad Fayyaz S/o
o Faizul —Ur-Raheman

Ady. M. M. Bhogaonkar
parbhani
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                                          ORDER

It is informed that Adv. Daithankar is going to argue

on behalf of plaintiffs and Adv. S.A. Deshpande on

behalf of defendants going to argue in this matter.

Today, both of them are not present before the Court.

Both parties has given pursis to keep the matter on

11.05.2026. Hence, status-quo order continued till

11.05.2026.

                             CJSD, Gangakhed.
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