IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.1171 of 2016
Date of Decision.16.02.2016

Kuldeep Singh .. Petitioner
Vs.
Jabru Singh and another . Respondents

Present:  Mr. Vinod Khunger, Advocate
for the petitioner.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The petitioner has sought for amendment to the issues
framed. | have examined the issues and it is purely consequential to the
amendment which was already permitted to be taken before this Court.
While allowing the benefit of amendment to the plaintiff, | had allowed
the defendant to file additional written statement under Order 8 Rule 9
CPC and also gave him liberty to cross-examine the plaintiff. The
defendant’s right must be taken as fully protected. The issues which are
now sought to be framed are not merely consequential but also places
the burden on plaintiff himself to establish what he has asserted. | find
no prejudice as having resulted to the defendant.

2. The order passed is perfectly justified and the revision
petition is without merit. It is dismissed.

(K. KANNAN)
JUDGE
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