103 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

RA-CR No.139-CII of 2018 (O&M) in
CR No.6566 of 2016
Date of decision : July 20, 2018
Coldrip Steels Pvt. Ltd. @ ... Petitioner/Non-applicant
Versus
Aditya Gupta and others ... Respondents/Applicants
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:- Mr. Lalit Pathak, Advocate for the applicants-respondents.

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)

CM-13540-CI1-2018

There is delay of 31 days in filing the present review
application.

For the reasons mentioned in the application, delay of 31 days
in filing the present review application is condoned, subject to all just
exception.

Application stands disposed of.

RA-CR-139-CI1-2018

The present application has been filed for reviewing the order
dated 09.05.2018 passed by this Court in CR No0.6566 of 2016, vide which
the amendment was allowed.

The plaintiff had filed a suit through Director, Krishan Kant. It
was pleaded that his name was inadvertently mentioned but in fact, Sanjeev
Kumar, Account Manager of the plaintiff-Company had signed the plaint.

The said amendment was allowed.
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Learned counsel for the applicants/respondents contends that at
the time of arguments of the said appeal, the replication was not attached
with the record.

It is further contended that the amendment of the title is not the
amendment of the plaint and could not be allowed.

I am of the view that all the legal submissions were made at
that time and were considered and the matter was, accordingly, decided. If
any argument was not raised, the same is deemed to have been considered
and decided. So far as non-filing of replication on file is concerned, the
same has no consequence as only a minor correction is sought to be made in

the plaint i.e. change of name of the person through whom the suit was

filed.
Dismissed.
(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
July 20, 2018
sarita
Whether speaking / reasoned No

Whether Reportable: No
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