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2. Learned  counsel  for  the  pe��oner  contends  that  in  the

circumstances,  presence  of  the  applicant  as  plain�ff  was  necessary  to

adjudicate the case.

3. The applica�on was opposed not only by the defendants to the

suit, even by plain�ff No.1 by denying the possession of the suit property

with the applicant – Mohit Kumar.

4. As per se'led legal posi�on, plain�ff is dominus li
s of the case.

Nobody should be permi'ed to join as a party to the suit against his wishes,

unless the Court finds the joining of such a party to be necessary or proper

for adjudica�on of the case. As has been rightly observed by the trial Court in

the impugned order that though the suit was filed in 2018, but the applicant

remained silent for about 06 years and it was observed by the trial Court that

the applica�on had been moved only to delay the adjudica�on of the case.

The Court further found that the applicant was neither a necessary nor a

proper party to the suit. The Court also recorded the sa�sfac�on that the suit

can be effec�vely and comprehensively adjudicated in the absence of the

applicant.

5. A.er  going  through  the  impugned  order  and  considering  the

abovesaid factual posi�on, this Court does not find any illegality or perversity

in the impugned order.  In case,  the applicant has any independent cause

against  the  defendants,  he  may  ins�tute  his  own  suit,  which  may  be

considered by the Court as per its own merits.

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

merit, the same is hereby dismissed. 

April 09, 2025
Sarita

                  (DEEPAK GUPTA)

          JUDGE
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