IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BANGLADESH
HIGH COURT DIVISION
(CIVIL REVISIONAL JURISDICTION)

Present:
Mr. Justice Zafar Ahmed

Civil Revision No. 3838 of 2018

Md. Mahbub Alam
........ Petitioner
-Versus-

Rehana Begum and others
.... Opposite parties

Mr. A.M. Mahbub Uddin, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Sageb Mahbub, Advocate
........ For petitioner
Mr. Mohammad Imam Hasan, with
Mr. Md. Shahinul Islam, Advocates
.... For opposite party Nos. 1-7

Heard on: 27.08.2024
Judgment on: 03.11.2024

The instant civil revision filed under Section 115(4) of the Code
of Civil Procedure (CPC) arises out of judgment and order No. 2
dated 10.09.2018 passed by the learned District Judge, Noakhali in
Civil Revision No. 48 of 2018 rejecting the revision and affirming the
judgment and order dated 30.08.2018 passed by the Senior Assistant
Judge, Chatkhil, Noakhali in Title Suit No. 76 of 2011 allowing the
plaintiff’s application for amendment of the plaint. This Court on

26.11.2018 granted leave and issued a Rule.



The defendant is the petitioner before this Court. The present
opposite parties as plaintiff filed the title suit for pre-emption of the
suit land under the Mohammedan Law. The defendant-petitioner filed
written statement in the suit. PW1 was partly examined on
13.08.2018. Thereafter, the plaintiffs filed an application under Order
VI rule 17 read with Section 151 of the CPC on 30.08.2018 which
was allowed by the trial Court and affirmed by the revisional Court
below.

While rejecting the revision, the revisional Court below
observed, ‘BT SWETS T M- AY/R03 TR TEE, wo/ob/sb- 3 ©ifqd
TR & AN TS QAR Wo/ob/30d {3 Oifftdd ofFe witweea
Gt w5 wifke i =R fwi K/ idie ik stafe TeiigeTs v
AGEE WG WA cause of action 2R TR FCHe & S
EReS & AR YA WAR SEGE Gieaml q9d A @El I @,
38/53/2005 3 ST ¢hruya T I fFra Pl N3wa [ St
THFT TAID AEE I AR T IREe ©fFe 7feid T90F Sb/o@ /05D
ST ST ZEACR W0 Trgidl A ACR| AT ¢R AT T wifeed weifen
feaafs Srare 91 FACR1 87 SR 1 TR OfF© ALHALA W1 S5 et 1)
g T& MHILEIa (TS AW cause of action #fREaes 2CaC= F@#M AR |
e W2 Hifen ffexm swenfs s Sy

On perusal of the materials on record, it appears that the
proposed amendment relates to serial number of a registered deed

dated 23.09.1941 and date of a registered deed being No. 5866 and



date of obtaining the certified copy of the sale deed in question which
are mere clerical in nature. It also appears that the proposed
amendment in respect of the schedule of land given in the plaint does
not change the nature and character of the suit land and as such, the
proposed amendment does not change the nature and character of the
suit, rather those are necessary for the purpose of determining the real
questions in controversy between the parties. This being the position,
this Court does not find any illegally in the judgment and order passed
by the revisional Court below. The instant revision does not involve
any issue on an error of an important question of law resulting in
erroneous decision occasioning failure of justice. Hence, the Rule

fails.

In the result, the Rule is discharged.
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