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HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN 
 

CIVIL REVISION PETITION No.358 OF 2018 
ORDER:  

 
 The defendant ’ s applicat ion for amendment  of the writ ten 

statement  having been dismissed by the t rial Court , he has come up with 

the above revision.   

   2.  Heard Mr. Sai Gangadhar Chamarthy, learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner.   

 3.  The suit  was based upon the three promissory notes.  The 

pet it ioner/ defendant  denied the execut ion of promissory notes and 

claimed that  the plaint if f ’ s husband was his colleague and that  he was 

carrying on money lending business.   

 4.  After the plaint if f ’ s evidence was over and the aff idavit  in lieu 

of chief examinat ion was also f iled by DW-1 and documents marked, the 

pet it ioner/ defendant  f iled an applicat ion for amendment .  Actually it  

was not  an applicat ion for amendment , but  an applicat ion seeking to f ile 

addit ional writ ten statement .  The t rial Court  dismissed the applicat ion 

on the ground that  the averments sought  to be made in the addit ional 

writ ten statement  run cont rary to the averments contained in the 

original writ ten statement .  Therefore, defendant  has come up with the 

above revision pet it ion.   

 5.  First  of all,  the applicat ion f iled by the pet it ioner cannot  be 

t reated as one under Order VI Rule 17 CPC.  It  is an applicat ion for f il ing 

addit ional writ ten statement .  An addit ional writ ten statement  can be 

f iled normally under Order VIII Rule 9 CPC, when a new ground of 

defence had arisen after the inst itut ion of the suit  or the presentat ion of 

the writ ten statement .  Under order VIII Rule 9 CPC, no pleading 

subsequent  to the writ ten statement  of the defendant  other than by way 

of defence to set -off  or counter-claim shall be presented except  by the 
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leave of the Court  and upon such terms as the Court  thinks f it .   But , the 

Court  it self  has power under Order VIII Rule 9 CPC to require an 

addit ional writ ten statement  from any of the part ies and f ix a t ime of 

not  more than 30 days for present ing the same.   

 6.  In the case on hand, the t rial has commenced and the evidence 

on the side of the plaint if f  was over.  It  was only after f il ing an aff idavit  

in lieu of chief examinat ion and marking the documents on his side, that  

the pet it ioner sought  to f ile addit ional writ ten statement .   Therefore, 

the same was right ly rej ected by the Court  below and I f ind no 

j ust if icat ion to interfere with the said order.   

 7.  Accordingly, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dismissed.  As a sequel 

thereto, miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending shall stand dismissed.  

No order as to costs. 

_____________________ 
V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN, J 

January 25, 2018 
KTL 


