fradia feamoit arar & 320/23 4. 23 Iis 3Tew

2. ez TSt ey & faw e feamft ufear d@fear st=a
TET GEAHE! @@ Hdrd  STTST. 3TSiid aeid ool 38 ol
yfarEi=T = Hfead Fon T gEr Heddia sTERH Al foge

I AR U HIGA FEUre FHMHT Al 98 GUaAT Irsara aHle

FHOT STHAA 3T 3T dFR Sl AR ATHS ded Fsielid gl

TIS—dRIOIAT SATd AT hed GG w07 91 IS ATe. dadH!

TEEAt ol TeUT=t 3e, <ATges areard faardl &. o Fax wfaarer

N

F. ¢ O 22 JHMOT sAX gfqardl quifate womarel aar ek Aroht

FIOIT 2ATAT.

3. Oy 3TN ufdarcds fauy <zifaraa smer =, fFemoi

(oS n [

¢& TR 9 AISHISTT Sl odl 3Ted, Uiaare=l swiad s

o~

°03/03/%% I I, AHM dAcHee 916 3Ted, T[T HIHEHS

SIAUIEAS!  aAT 51 @S &odra ATST e WU IS8

enUdla dldl.

3. ael ISl UK HugTd 7o, aeah e sl geay

T IH 9. 9 J8L.31ST. 00 (¥) — 2 AL I7 graarsaral

fieq 3avara Tot, S AYe 3T ...

“It is well settled by the catena of decisions of
this Court that allowing and rejecting an
application for amendment of a plaint is really the
discretion of the Court and amendment of the
plaint also should not be refused on technical
grounds”.
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