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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 252 of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 16.1.2018

Murti Devi and others ... Petitioners
Versus

Smt. Veena Kundrai and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Gautam Kaile, Advocate, for petitioners.

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

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Impugned in present revision is order dated 7.12.2017
(Annexure-P-6), passed by the learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Karnal,
vide which an application filed by plaintiffs-petitioners to amend the
written statement to counter claim of defendants-respondents was dismissed.

I have heard the learned counsel for petitioners and have also
carefully gone through the impugned order.

It comes out that after framing the issues, plaintiffs-petitioners
obtained three adjournments and thereafter, an application was filed by
plaintiffs-petitioners for amendment of the written statement to counter
claim of defendants-respondents. = The lower Court has taken into
consideration the parameter, which have to be met for allowing the
amendment of the pleadings. It has found that proposed amendment was
within the knowledge of applicants-petitioners. The application was filed
after the trial has started. It was stated that applicants-petitioners kept

mum, therefore, at this belated stage, such amendment cannot be allowed.
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I am of the view that the trial Court has taken the correct view
of the matter. Once, the issues are framed and plaintiffs-petitioners have
already obtained three opportunities, they cannot be allowed to amend the
pleadings and plead the facts which were within their knowledge when
written statement to the counter claim was filed. There is no ground to

interfere in the impugned order. Therefore, instant revision is dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
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