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     By this petition, the petitioners who are original defendant

nos.1 and 2 are challenging the order dated 15.11.2018 passed by

the learned Trial Court below application exhibit 14-D filed by

the respondents-plaintiffs, to show the original defendant no.3

who is the mother/mother in law of the petitioners, as deceased.  

2.   According to the petitioners, the respondent is obliged to

bring the other legal heirs of the deceased defendant no.3 on

record which the Trial Court has refused to accept.

3.   On hearing the learned Counsel for the parties, I find that the

petition cannot be entertained at the instance of the petitioners

inasmuch as the impugned order does not result into any
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manifest injustice against the petitioners.

4.   Shri Ramani, the learned Counsel for the respondent submits

that it is the respondent-plaintiff who runs the risk if all the legal

representatives of the deceased respondent no.3 are not brought

on record and the petitioners are not affected or prejudiced by the

impugned order.

5.   In my considered view, the learned Counsel for the

respondent is right that the petitioners are not prejudiced or

affected by the impugned order whereby the Trial Court has

permitted the respondent to show the defendant no.3 as deceased

in the title clause.

6.   For this reason, I decline to entertain the petition, which is

accordingly dismissed.  It will however be open to the petitioners

to raise all such contentions, if any, available in law, on the basis

of the respondent not joining the other legal representatives of

the defendant no.3 to the suit.

     In the circumstances, there shall be no order as to costs.

C. V. BHADANG, J.
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