IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CIVIL MISCELLANEOUS JURISDICTION No.496 of 2020

Nunu Devi, Wife of Shashi Bhushan Kumar, resident of Village Chhariari,
P.S. Makhdumpur District Jehanabad at present of New Bigrahpur, P.S.
Jakkanpur District Patna.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

I.  Smt. Chinta Mani Devi, W/o Ravindra Prasad Singh @ Ravindra Prasad
Sinha, Resident of Village Khalkachak, P.S. Mahdumpur District Jehanabad.

2. Ravindra Prasad Singh @ Ravindra Prasad Sinha, Son of Resident of Village
Khalkachak, P.S. Mahdumpur District Jehanabad.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Pankaj Kumar
For the Respondent/s Mr.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR
PANDEY
ORAL ORDER

2 16-11-2021 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

Vide impugned order dated 22.11.2017, the
amendment petition filed on behalf of defendant has been
allowed.

It appears from the impugned order itself that the
defendant had sought for an amendment in his written statement
in order to correct the area of the disputed land in Schedule ‘A’.
The application was filed at belated stage, as such, it was
allowed at the cost of Rs.1000/-.

The learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted
that the amendment petition was allowed by the Court below

after settlement of the issues and after examination of one
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witness, but the order shows itself that the learned Court below
has already imposed cost of Rs.1000/- on the defendant for his
delayed amendment petition.

In my view, the impugned order need not be interfered
with.

With these observations, this Civil Misc. application

is disposed of.

(Nawneet Kumar Pandey , J)

sanjeev/-
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