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JISHTOT &Y IR UTHT U9 H-29 FF 99U U7 T-30 39
3R & TR e T & 6 S are ® ufard) S 1 7eg @
SEFd faHie 12.02.2019 T 81 77 8| & & IR g7 Alo IH, Hlo
SHie, EhME g S AleHS Jad FolpR & THHTH dxIg aRIF SIS
IR T HRIT oI & IR T APR D TRIGTE TR Bl I SEIA &,
1% IR 37T DI fh T AR BT SIS IR T BRI T
el 81 aroiE Bl b Joad FoigR Pl U g IAd AT BT <E
SNIP SfaeTer H &1 81 T 7| 37e: WTel=T ust H aftfd et o areu
o Hele 9TeT T B

T Ufcrarcl W 1 78e & URlad aikdd & iR |
MY T-33 7 U U T-34 WA PR PHal T & b qI&RoT
el o 38 g W@ Ffequt &, S @iRaT g 81 ufem! dw&=
e 1 gg F HeY F I THI UF IT Ds 3T H1eT <RI W
e el fopar mar 8, Ry g A1fea 81 bl Hfiaral den 1
g & IR & Y F A1&F IR W SRy &l fhar . 8,
Oy IR ATfae &1 b1 ariTor gRT woft Wi A Terd & qen
fafd 3rgIR =T8T 81 BRI vt UTeiAT U SIHegiaR U@ a18 &l dAfed
G & I W [Aerg A a1 11 81 37 W o BRE gad 79
B9l - FRET fovam S

g1 Ud Tl BT Jdette fa|

UFAe & Jacli A fafed 8Im & 1 3@ 23.09.2014 &
IMMLTIAR Sh d1& H HRERR & g HrRAE @ uefl wu A
spRa & it off g fRHi® 02.11.2017 & QT & AH A
gfcraret Tt 1 & foog tauel ameer fiiHifdhd 23.09.2014 U<
THS! ST T 3T §T T

yfcraTsl ARET 1 HEqE BT S8 oA id 12.02.2019 &1 8T
8T T 21 UTET 0F $-29 A9 U T-30 I FAfT g 3maf<i T-33
Y IR Ug YR folam 17 & o arcivor a1 wnefer um fe faeg siR
Ffequt & T I8 & ufert der 1 6 9g & d9g 5 7 aiREHl &
FaY H PIS AIeT <RI R SRS 81 {531 1 8, WReg I HUA
general YT 814 &, P 99 H MUfRIBaior gRT IS 31freRy
31AT ST 2T TR el fhdT T &1 AT & 3Mafiedir &1 I8 ot
T & b areior R ot Tft e Tord g fife sgaR =2 21 fafg
o1 geenfud Rigra & & Sl aifcds srear uftharens = o fssdt
TH B gAA B Al dlfcdd =g Bl T oA =Rifyd i g




SAMATIBANT GRT T8 B fhdT TT & b I A S & PRI b
qoheH! el aTed §| AMHIg Hated ~araTerd §RT1 Banwari Lal
v. Balbir Singh (2016) 1 SCC 607 H§ Sardar Amarjit
Singh Kalra v. Pramod Gupta (2003) 3 SCC 272, &l
fafer craen &1 Ieikg fosar 1T B, it TRifiies 9rT e 8: -

“Laws of procedure are meant to regulate effectively,

assist and aid the object of doing substantial and rea/
Justice and not to foreclose even an aajudication on
merits of substantial rights of citizen under personal,
property and other /aws. Procedure has always been
viewed as the handmaid of justice and not meant to
hamper the cause of justice or sanctify miscarriage or
Justice. A careful reading of the provisions contained i1

Order 22 CPC as well as the subsequent amenaments

thereto would lend creait and support to the view that

they were devised to ensure therr continuation and

culmination in an effective aajudication and not to

retard the further progress of the proceedings and

thereby non-suit the others similarly placed as /long as

therr aistinct and independent rights to property or any

c/aim remain intact and not /ost forever aue to the

adeath of one or the other in the proceeadings. 7The

provisions contained in Order 22 are not to be construed
as a rigrd matter of principle but must ever be viewed as
a fexible tool/ of convenience in the administration of

Justice.”
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