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R.C.S. No. 78/2013.
Pralhad -Vs- Motiram.
CNR No. MHAKO07-000887-2013.

Order below Exh.40
(Passed on 07™ January, 2021)

1. Perused the application, say filed on the overleaf

of application and record of the case.
2.  Heard both sides.

3. Learnded advocate for plaintiff argued that,
application (Exh.39) of the plaintiff for amendment in
the plaint is allowed by this court vide order dated
27/02/2020. Plaintiff was permitted to carry out the
amendment within 14 days from the date of the order.
Plaintiff was ill and therefore, he could not carry out

the amendment within time.

4. Learned advocate for defendants opposed the
application and argued for rejection of the application
and called for costs imposition in the event of allowing

the application.

5. This application appears to have been formally
opposed. Ground of illness of the plaintiff is not denied
by other side. Moreover, this court was not functioning
on the regular basis due to lock down period of covid-
19. Therefore, the delay is not appearing deliberate. If
this application is not allowed then great prejudice will

cause to other side. Hence, the following order.

Order
1]  Application is allowed.

2]  Plaintiff is directed to carry out the necessary

amendment on or before next date and to provide
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amended copy of plaint according to law.

. . Digitally signed b
Nikhil Pradeep Nikhil Eyra eep Ta}inikar

Talnikar 16:16:38 +0550
Date : 07/01/2021. ( N.P. Talnikar )
Balapur. Jt. Civil Judge (J.D.),

Balapur.
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Certificate
I affirm that the contents of this PD.F. file
are same word for word as per original order.

Name of Steno : S.M. Rothe

Court Name : Jt. C.J.J.D. & JM.EC,,
Balapur.

Date : 07/01/2021.

Signed by Presiding

Officer on : 07/01/2021.

Uploaded on : 07/01/2021.
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