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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CR No.1575 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision : 25.07.2016

Israna Begum

...Petitioner
Versus

Riaz Ali and another

...Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL.
1. Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to see

judgment ?

2. To be referred to reporters or not ?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest ?

Present: Mr. Gorakh Nath, Advocate for the petitioner.

ek

AMIT RAWAL, J. (Oral)

The petitioner-plaintiff is aggrieved of the impugned order,
whereby application seeking amendment of the plaint for incorporating the
relief of possession has been declined.

Mr. Gorakh Nath, learned counsel appearing on behalf of
petitioner submits that initially suit for partition and consequential relief of
permanent injunction was filed. However, during the pendency of the suit as
indicated in the application, the plaintiff was dispossessed and accordingly
amendment as noticed above was sought to be incorporated but the same
has been declined.

Notice of this revision petition was issued to the respondent.
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There is report of refusal on behalf of respondent as indicated in the order
dated 04.04.2016. Accordingly, I proceed to decide this revision petition on
merits.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and appraised
the paper book and of the view that amendment sought to be incorporated is
most innocuous being subsequent event. Subsequent event can always be
allowed to be impleaded failing which the plaintiff may suffer in seeking
execution of the decree in case of succeeding in suit. Defendant would have
right to cross-examine the plaintiff witnesses, much less, rebut the written
statement qua alleged dispossession.

For the foregoing reasons, impugned order is hereby set aside.

Application seeking amendment of the plaint is allowed.

Resultantly, revision petition stands allowed.

25.07.2016 (AMIT RAWAL)
pawan JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes

Whether reportable:- Yes/No
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