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3. As the aforesaid applica�on was declined, pe��oner approached

this Court by way of present revision pe��on.

4. It  is  contended by  learned counsel  for  the  pe��oner  that  no

inconsistent  plea  was  being  taken  by  the  pe��oner;  that  pe��oner-

defendant  No.7  is  yet  to  lead  his  evidence;  and  that  law  regarding

amendment of wri$en statement is quite liberal and so the pe��oner should

have been permi$ed to amend the wri$en statement.

5. A'er hearing learned counsel for the pe��oner, this Court does

not find merit in the aforesaid conten�on.

6. It  is  conceded  posi�on  that  plain�ff-respondent  had  already

concluded the evidence when the applica�on for amendment was moved.

The plea, proposed to be taken by the defendant-pe��oner in the amended

wri$en statement, was not as such, which was not available to him at the

�me of filing wri$en statement. The applica�on appears to have been moved

only  to  delay  the  proceedings.  This  Court  does  not  find  any  illegality  or

perversity in the impugned order.

7. As such, finding the present revision pe��on to be devoid of any

merit, the same is hereby dismissed. 

April 24, 2025
Sarita

                  (DEEPAK GUPTA)

          JUDGE

 Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No

 Whether reportable? Yes/No 

Page 2 of 2


		saritagawri@gmail.com
	2025-04-24T18:15:15+0530
	Sarita Rani
	I attest to the accuracy of this document/order


		saritagawri@gmail.com
	2025-04-24T18:15:15+0530
	Sarita Rani
	I attest to the accuracy of this document/order




