THTE3N0Y4-0009€0-309¢ (2) Frafie Reamft srdier 6. 96/209¢ (F1. 9, 98 T 9¢)

frafta faroft erdiar HHie 90 /09¢ At
fyemoft 93, 98 9 9§ NI A=A
(35T 3for gaR . o)
(Fﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁm : 08/009/02)

e Fawy.
9, SR -0 BUHT B (IRT 1Y ‘SR 3Ry et 31g) Hd
Searges Jdterelf It yRegerar ot STt afe aR|ET a1 Bt Anfie wRvaTrdt
SATerell faeid AT SOTST 3Mftr ITRieff I/ fves TR ifdet IUafia (abate)
TCTdT 3RS IE B ITd IR IT AT B! AT 81 FUNTS! del 3178,
Ticiiel P
2 ITRIef 81 faie 03/0R% /00 S 7T el 31Te. STRIeff I
IR AT 3rdfieTrd BT AT BT U TRoi Bl A, STRreff I aRe (IR
I ‘IR I TRA’ 3 el 31 ) T AT AT BT AP U&FbR =8V
Arfiet aRONTS! fete Selan one. Savieff I aR« I a1 St gedid ater 9
hedTes TR fdiel Iavrefl I fames IuAfd STTer 318,
3. ardtereff IRt e IR I AT At Bod oIS SO
o T[T dolar ATl ST BT URINTER Il BIvarTS! ST ~=Arred
B STRIAT T IRAT ATHHT AT BRUT TR 3778, AT Fowred e ard
I AT AT BT ATHIA BRURAST SATetell e A1 dved STRredl ara foves
3rdleT IUATHT FTerdT AT & 8IS IRrdT AT IR AT AT fdlerrs Bt ATfHe
o HUITAIST e’ 3Tl Jfierrelf T SRIeT Ul | USel 3MTe.

9. e, 371 HoRR PRUATT ITad,
Sreff I IREER g
g, FTRIT e TRASRIAT T Fgury fet 3iTe.
& SR I IRESRIAT T FEUUT <G Iifd belel WA b
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TPReI 38,
0. IRl I IREERTE 3™ FUIT T8 P, ANl DT TS AL,
a1fieTrelf & T sadblaed SNMod ATard. STRrefl A IRAMT ATBHT AT Ho

¢. A9, 3ToT AR HRUTTT JTA.
IhHaT.
3. ardterelf afer ath adier st &. . T i SRl Tt aRATath
adfie #f. & f. Aigw IiaT faRga (at length) JhiaTG YaveT,
Jo. ardtemrelf g IRt Il IR I I 9 FEUUgTde BT

SIS e JRhiaTe ATl e Al Sead HRugTd! TR Ta,

& (points) T SN
99. adterelf @ SRl I IR AT JHEE VbedHaR TTetlel el
foerRTel IURRIT BIAm. I 91 g Takiel A1sl ST ARITEl! T deted] HRURIS!
YITTHTOT SUAT I 3TTRd :—

= Freeps

q. STeff I fawee ot ST seTETETTT 8.
IR & B HBUIT 351 STIRATST SATeielT
facig AT IRUIRITST IR RO RIS (the

appellants have sufficient cause for not
making the application within time
prescribed by law) 3dtetreff erefla srdrd o1 ?

2. [ardfieneff grrda camE STRieff ar fees B
I U SATcIETETaT Y Vg Rl Jsal 3ifeH

Pl ? STCLTIHT.,
3. | ordteeff Ama doft gewi TR FRaT IS Bl
Pl ? afers
CICNIELI
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Y. | PRI 3T ? 3151 AR,
3ifc
SISO,

STaT IUATAT ST VA TR DRI BRI 1T
BHRIMR RGN ERED d<qd (Legal Position).

2. THER W ee AT ASEetel SerTR T 9 3R foves sremeTg
SRM 5T g 3R, 003(%) TITETe go (THAN!) IT IEalfeld ~afAviaTa
TET UehRITES ST SUAMA A 3RTA TR I PR JTEd Tt [y Tor
NG ded Fifidel 3TTed -

ST SUAMT BT ARG Ul T R SR
3T, T, SieaT 3791 JehR ST IULAHT Bla) deal dl eI Ve
3MME. R ITHEY SR Idteref™ fFedes 7o yerdRM™ aRsT Bt
e o gugiEEadt qRTft defl 3RS Ot T 3ref ™
AR UBRITOES STaT UL HROITEETAT ST 31T STAT 37TR
dl SIS Jeal & Hod AT M8 3T Bldl. Uhal Il
UL ST AT FechHed TR ST ST YSIDRITOES IULTHI
ST 3TTR TS IR BT AT PROIETE 35T AT qAet TR
ql STaT SUIeIT U BIal. INITST ¥aad 3T FHRuT!
foham e a1 7ua Rhifdves UL STel 38 3R/ F8UI
3T YR IROTFT JMAIHAT A=A, SAT ST FIA ThIADER
ST ST e & IR ) AT IROTEET SR 31T
AT TR /T 31 T I Ixhiiooes ST ST SiTemal
3T TE ST AT &8Il

RITAI™ &d! § & 3ot d1fesl $l, TEE YehRN
T fohaT 31 puIred] gebiges At ATDReA ST . H1H, SR
SRAT U&HR SUAgSRT el Bl fdeid oeid ariel febar ot
SOTEISRYUY I 3RTST IR T ATHTEY PIUIATE! 3T Ho
T,

(8. In as much as the abatement results in denial of

hearing on the merits of the case, the provision of
abatement has to be construed strictly. On the other hand,
the prayer for setting aside an abatement and the dismissal
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consequent upon an abatement, have to be considered
liberally. A simple prayer for bringing the legal
representatives on record without specifically praying for
setting aside for an abatement may in substance be
construed as a prayer for setting aside abatement. So also a
prayer for setting aside abatement as regard one of the
plaintiffs can be construed as a prayer for setting aside the
abatement of the suit in its entirety. Abatement of suit for
failure to move an application for bringing the legal
representative on record within the prescribed period of
limitation is automatic and a specific order dismissing the
suit as abated is not called for. Once the suit has abated as
a matter of law, though there may not have been passed on
record a specific order dismissing the suit as abated, yet the
legal representative proposing to be brought on of the
deceased party on record would seek the setting aside of an
abatement. A prayer for bringing the legal representative
on record, if allowed, would have the effect of setting aside
the abatement as the relief of setting aside abatement
though not asked for in so many words is in effect being
actually asked for and is necessary implied. Too technical
or pedantic an approach in such cases is not called for.”

9. The Court have to adopt a justice oriented approach
dictated by the upper most consideration that ordinarily a
litigant ought not to be denied an opportunity of having lis
determined on merits unless he has, by gross negligence,
deliberate inaction or something akin to misconduct, dis-
entitled himself from seeking the indulgence of the Court.
The opinion of the trial Judge allowing a prayer for setting
aside abatement and his finding on the question of
availability of 'sufficient cause' within the meaning of sub-
rule (1) of Rule (9) of Order 22 and of section 5 of the
Indian Limitation Act, 1963 deserves to be given weight,
and once arrived at would not normally be interfered with
by superior jurisdiction.)".

93, THER Hds Iod IR IFGAR! d 3R fves AfiRM RIS
It @ SR 004(9) Rl B FAT R0 (T IT rEarfad =T
TN YSBRIAvES @] IUART el 3RIel TR Bl PRI A GleiieryH Tor
qRiGed dcd Aifidel ffed -

'S SR SATCIEIEdT Y Ve PRUARAT e O
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It feas wId UeeR™ aRA BT Al Bod
IUEEad AT dell IR oI T (Y M N
TepRIfreS 1Al U HRUATEIEdET S IS SATell 38 a
3N JERT T PHo HINITAT T8 3T BIl.

(Civil Procedure Code, 1908, Order 22. Rule 4 and 9 -
Impleading of L.R's - Setting aside abatement - Prayer for
bringing on record legal representatives - Relief of setting
aside abatement though not prayed is implied - Order of
abatement set aside)".

8. AHER ST Io0 <RI AicH e FHior Fgart |f fol.,
TR foves siad Wit Rt g SR, 008(3) NEla dIC B/ 39¢
(IS A7 3rgaTfeld =AU @R UaERIftves IaT YT ST 3R
TR B I T FIATATHT ARG et FifTcett 3Ted -

"STeTcliel TETET faTel #ad STl 3Riet 310 T aRATch!
PUll SR AT PIUCITE! IEBRIT T&DPR RISl TR IR
<TaT YA B ATE.

(Civil Procedure Code, 1908, Order 22 Rule 4(3) & 9,
Order 43 Rule-1(k) - Death of one of the defendants -
Impleading of L.R's - Failure to implead - Suit does not
abate when one or some of the legal representative are
already on record though in a different capacity)".

famoft uftra wfgcear w9 22 At TR e @ g,
e PRISIR TRGE.

94, feamft gfspar dfgcear o9 R Feta |@d avger ar feamft ufsean
sifgaean o 2 T 99 TAR MfUeRT STemen den A, BT,

e PP 9 9 2 T SR,
9g,. SR &1 02 /0% /020 it HIT SR Jrdteneff Tt 3ot
f&w 98/ 03/ ISH BV AERUMY 9 I Y Al 93 e e e,
YRAIT JeeiiaT BRIST, 9% 3 o e (Article) 920 THIO & 3 e ATE 3rfr
T, el Savrelf ara faves JuerHia siTetet o112,
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0. 9% SN ST JifUeial aefdvy 8 SREAad! gahsmaT
I ST/ 31U e T} SauaTal HRIeR SfgdRaE! UTH 8ldl. e, Ioxielf I
fomEs 3ToT IUAMT STTCITIETAT TS g HUN SRR 3ATe 3R Tl dTe.

Ic. ardterrelf I a1 erfdier BT R wvar srdterelt at ITRreff
I fopes ol SUAMT SCIEIETET Y T B U 3% QUARITG!
SUEge e deler Al 8 g Id. M, IRiedf I/ fRees ot Iuafia
ST ST Ig HROT SRR e,

. ardterelf Ira a1 srAfdieT HeFmET faaR axar Sereff I/ fikees
31Tet ST AT ST & BT BT 35l SUITT FIEd o e
JOIEEGRIY ARl ST & IUBINRAdD FIE 8ld. A Jgeal, Savnell I
fomes aTieT SULITHT ST 37T TE PRUT SRR 37T,

20. ardtenelf ara a7 erfdier HUHTET AR FRAT AT JaT W10 Je arg
&1 EREANIGE §ahsa UGS STt didhlade! sRiea™ 7ad Saxreff ar
IR T AYTAT BFT eI Y&HR ST AT FGU T Y&DHR Dot TN g
IIAUITET HRIGRR 3ffdeR Jxefl I/ a=| T 3 3R Fefl dIed. AT
geaT, el I fRees ardiel SULfHd STTeaTaTace 31SeT I8 R0l SIeR 3178,

Q9. ardterelf i STRTeff FIa SeaaR TR 31T Hadid T fearis
g ardieT ITR1elf arer s Iueria SiTelel amTe. qefl, =i egRad 3Tfor Javreff
Iie IR g 3rdterneff T gefter grearent / arftreriel ivear waiffed S qreie / srfteti
DIPRUN BT FEIBMTG Tl Irar 3t ASR a0l SR 3MTe. IS
3l SR SoRiTR T ool 3R faees oremeTs Serm@ foeft amfor Sav,
2003(%) TIUT.TeT. ST, Wgo (TAK) IT el ~IIFIITET SMER B, Al

R adtereff A a7 Sriciier HUATAT R AT AT FlT Y107 Srdtereff
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afTfor IRl A aRA YTl d1e 81 WRaIHARISH! gFbelu HouarRTa! AT
drhIERIeel 3RTed™ AT gDl faR axdl o §e ATafquaran affder Iawmeff
Ire IRAAT 38 A Favd Uil IRt I/ foees Iuafid 8id Fdea™ af
SUTHT ATITEETET A< IE PRU SRR TS 3R Fell diec]. JRATST 0T e
Ja fomfor Feert Al for., SaR faves sivd Wip PARY g 3R, 008 (3)
Al PIC HAT 39¢ (IVRUT) IT TETfeld ~IIAUITT SMMER e el
3. ardtereff g a7 Sratfelier HUATET AR FRAT AT T WHIO He 1S
g SN gaheud HRuINe! St drhggdt sea sidiaeff g
SReff I aRg I fearh YUl Hicua™ a4 (valuable civil rights) T
I IRUR 3MTed. e, Ideedl I a1 rifar Fegiiydd faR &od
IRl foRees aTdiel SULTd STTedTeTadaT 37ceT I8 81U SRR 3778,

2. % JIe/ ¥Eaod URdl g sqyad Sovreff I fowes et

ST STCITSTETE T V& Bl Heul SRR 3178

Ry, R IR I faees el AT STeaETETd AR W& Bo
SaRTeff AT aRAAT AT A Bed™ ST URINTER HeTel avul aa Blsal.
e IRt I faees 31ot UL STTeaTaadar el I& Rl SRR 3T,

Q. SR IRt I fIees ol AT STedTaEdEr e E B
SRl I aRAAT TR AT BT ST / ST 3FhIaxul iEfdar oy
I Bigel. Aoy IRl I fowes ol IUAT sTTedTeEdaT e T§ 0l
SRR 37T,

Q0. el I fowes oilld SUAMA ATCAEETAT IR & Bod
SRl A IRAT AHHT AR HeaRT IRl JreT IRATR DIURATE HhRaT
3T BIUTR AT, e Savreff ara fowes ordfter Suarfia siTeamaTeTdr 3T &
PRUT SRR 37T,
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. RIS 3R D, rdierell I a1 i BT ST fagma: a”
T ot Rk darar R axar 9197 3™ oM 74 38 &, Sawreff I
fopes aTdlel SULATHA STTeATETee NS TE HRUIRIN HRUT 3R utaeff F7
el el g ediemelf Araa @ et I fowes e Suafa
AT AT g PO I d TR 378,

2R, A99, @ g5 P 9 o IR EeRmeRl il ger e R 7 SR
BrpRref 37cfie STQTTHT 3R < 31T,

famoft st wfdcear w9 € e v TaRd
IR RO 9 Arisds aw.

30, g Ui 3fe P, (it is well settled principle in law), faTof
yfehar dfecear 9 € a9 90 91 98T S SR GEBRIAT grar grar fdar
BIhIT AT SRS ATTAR SRRl PRUTT ALt 01 3RAT 312, Gl ATTOARATST
facTe et weu off SR AFSR BRAT A AR RN SIS ST
PHE TRl PRI FHT QORI IRITCRI AfTBR 3778, GF—AT IIoferl AaRF
IPAE BT TS a1 AR TR SRIN Bl TS R Gkl AT BRI
TSI G 3718, 0es TIoel SR Pret SURFT JHAM 8id 3Rie fhal TR
TR IR Bl 3RS TR ~IRITRITeT HeiHelleT SRRl HIR RUTe! JHT el SR

ORI Hoo TN b T0UTd Plal dacl BIUIR ARieT TR SMT GRovil A= UK
ITeft, 3RY PRA ST NG IRTA TR IR [Iees gerdR QReft wRuTS <o
gEd AR _1aT. T9T ST SMSIHRUT TG dlel  Ufiare Il S
AT AffeT SauITeAT GRS vl HoRR RUl TN SR, 3791 pedll AR
feaeft SR a1 el ITeR S 3R TR AR, FRETE ey e
ORI 3 AT R0 APRAN. Uu1 8 el QUi eIl IeT-uRa]
3facig INIAY. § PRAMT ~ITITT AfGBRTT IRATR Pell STl ATe! T & uTfeel
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ST, &TdT T fe RIS AR $Tlelel 98l Ted DN STdT SRRl bn <0l &
IR ¥ AT O, ST, IR G AR 3RS T vl J et
ST

(The purpose and object of Order VI Rule 17, C.P.C is to allow either party to
alter or amend his pleadings in such manner and on such terms as may be
just. Mere delay cannot be a ground to reject the amendment. The power to
allow the amendment is wide and can be exercised at any stage of the
proceedings in the interest of justice and the liberal approach should be the
general rule particularly in cases where the other side can be compensated
with the costs. Amendments are allowed in the pleading to avoid uncalled
multiplicity of litigation)

39. AFGR Hared <RI ATl fdees I SEa™ faoes AR
e @, (R00R) o JH DT HHA ¢ 8 T rgdlfeld ~arafoiard faroft
TIfshaT Al 3 € I 90 ST WA TsHIT ey Alefaa are -

(a) ST oTd AR TPR BITIRITST ATfIdelell SOkl AT
318 &I ?

() ficelel! gowit &1 famTeRer ATfidelel RET < I
HROTATS! AR 318 &1 ?

(3) ficelell SoReit HoR Peares [IRes IR FIShRU AR/ 81
T fhar faves aoi Yo R 7 AUR A 815 9.

(8) HAfIcelel TRt TSR PeaTos AR 81 2rebal fdhdT
ST 3T B> A,

(y) AfideieaT Sovigos STeaT oY & Jerd: fohar quid: SeerumR
318 &1 ?

(&) AEATERUYY ARG SORITER TR dhetell AT STl
SR HEaT8d Bld 3R TR 31l §ovcl! HoR B2 .

(63. On critically analysing both the English and Indian cases, some
basic principles emerge which ought to be taken into consideration
while allowing or rejecting the application for amendment :
(1)  whether the amendment sought is imperative for proper
and effective adjudication of the case;
(2)  whether the application for amendment is bonafide or
malafide;
(3)  the amendment should not cause such prejudice to the
other side which cannot be compensated adequately in
terms of money;

SiesT =amedter — 9, GeRR.
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(4)  refusing amendment would in fact lead to injustice or lead
to multiple litigation;

(5) whether the proposed amendment constitutionally or
fundamentally changes the nature and character of the case;
and

(6)  asa general rule, the court should decline amendments if a
fresh suit on the amended claims would be barred by
limitation on the date of application.

These are some of the important factors which may be kept in mind while
dealing with application filed under Order 6 Rule 17. These are only
illustrative and not exhaustive.)

qel i 3 Heell SrurfEiEr.

3. ardterell ait IR ISl SgF redT JYieTed St gl AFfielt
3T T R _aT & T B df, IRl Tad e sed I aRd a1
I BT 37T YAHR T8V AFIeT PO SR TS, Tt 7T JHIUI Scfterref &
Savreff el 9@ A & ERGArIgE gFheu HRuaRITS! STfoT drdhlardset
RIS T ITRIET I TRA IT SAUTATT AP Y&IPR IR 0T FgU[ T
U&hR H%o U & ATATIIITT BIIGIRR ITfadHR dteteff a7 e, e a1 9d
qIeffen IR I AdieTTer Bt AU SRR TS, AT AT GeTrAT ol 7dTed o
o gugTa rdtereff FiFT qofutt BrRIRfIR g% I SrfdaR 3rme. e Sl i
qRY I HRACITE! &Y Bl YUR ATel, A fdieteff drrera qeft goe! AR
P IRl e IR T Hecle! JHe BIUTR AT8!, 3R ATS ¥TIE A TR,

33. g% dIer g Jfor sdierelf ait Arfideiedr TR SovE
AhedT faaR AT GOIAT AT Jfdie] HUAT Ul IR Rudr
STISIITT RO T8 3RT Hll dTcd. o] IR GORcil HIR PO SRR T8,
ITRATST U7 FAGTT T PIFT Ith TSR [Goeg Fier agamar e, 000
(¢) TITA.NA.S. Wgo (J935 Sod ) I1 JNedlield ~I-uimal MER &g
SE)

3%. SR ardierelf I ATTOREY SRkt o SRRl AR AR I

SiesT =medter — 9, TRR.



TR0 4-0004,0-209¢ (v2) Frafi Ramit anfler . 90/209¢ (Y. 92, 939 98)
fFrfercrer e s ST Agel. TS AT GORIT 81 (UTerTd U7 ATaTD 37Te
3RT AT Ied. IS ST 372N RGN FerR 9ves IRHEE F 9 el
Uiciel, 9%%% TATA.UA. . ¢ (a8 Sod ~IMield) I1 Jfgdlicld =a-=ormn
3MYR O el

3y. qel HamEO et AN Rfelefl  pRAfdd goil & He
arefasRTelt Feeiaa oe. Sie™ ey M ardiaeff FFf ATfideren IR
SO &I BT Govi| hedTerary ek fdiet 3ifcm fofamye a9 erburR el
TG 1T T JdieATa iRl gavgr Jdieneff g Sawreff e aw giedier
31Te 371 FIsehu e HY a7rell e,

3%, Jleqdrd, il & TR PRI & e BIuKiEl
fIemmifaRielt @ fRFTT (contradictory or inconsistent) HFOR ARIG AT, Sowreff
IrAT ST GEaT PIUATE! UHR qIEd (prejudice) B TR s dienelf g
Savneff Iier ¥ Fiemefie g e (real controversy) 3ifcF FRIGRUT FRUITATS
3T g 0T FeT fHaRor HT, AFR, Q00¢ (3) TITE.UA.S. g (98 Sa
T ) T JEdTfeld ~af-oiaraT YR 8, el

30. TS G TS ATeT 3RT OM 9d 318 &I, TFGR \died IR
aTSii, fleesd 3Mflr Seeau™d faves ARI0T Tt 71T §=4, (R00R) 90 FiUM i
BRI ¢ IT 3fEATerd -G 69 € T qu JH10 Sokit HoR fbar AR
PRAMT ~ATITAIT AT el TIARIT ©0T 3T 318 A&Tea of sy Alafael fad
1 Fa frspyte srdfieneff It ATfidelelt Se%il S (the amendment sought

by the appellant's L.Rs. is permissible on the touchstone of all the tests). F&Tﬂaf
TR TS dheled] BRI Teara AR HRal Aexd! Sowd! HoR R0 AT g BRIeR
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3Te.

3¢. 99, H JET i 3 ° IR SIHRIAT JIchH ATQATTH 3RT I 377,
&I HIP ¥ HaHl BRI,
3%. T e A1 4 O 3 ANl HRUT RGO AT SRrae Sowreff

I foRees aieT IUAFT STTeaTaTadaT TS TE HRUARIRT HRUN AT NdTereff
it o b rdterelf JrraT v IRieft I e st Sudfid
ST 3TGST 38 PHRU SR 318, AT AT I Brit sraem= Sawreff
IRA IT B! AT IROAT A el BT IR DIUATE! HRUMGH HFT JUR TR,
IwEff g fFie 03/0%/2020 IN Ay o ordiemelf IR fiHiw
9% /03 /2032 Al FEUOIT ATYRUGY 9 g¥ 4 A 92 o sadRI BleTaeiHaR
e 3T, ATYHTOY ® 31T <surdd Jrdtereff @r erider I AT B RG IO Jrdiereff
I 3fsTae fesd ATer.

8o, ardtereff Iie d% PHreuaTeaT GRS J fsareseiaumes Iereff
I [ HRUTET M AR Farea MM Ioa =R dlde eiean e
foaR o= srdierelf Frasled o Feurrd i faelt Jar I, ey g8l @™
(costs) U UM 31Med. Ul ¥y Silelen fdetd, rdiermell I vaheid
v MU St aReiell fRr a1 Wafar wgd-d1gd R deamaR

(considering the nature of appeal, delay caused and the overall conduct of

appellants and the stage of this appeal) d&R Wl IFHH HI THU W
8,000/~ (PR IR BIR Weh ) S 9Tt BRI 3T, ardierreff it w=th awms
STHT e ATHT TRID! IadHd B9 9,300/~ ( T9U Th &R N ch ) HoITal
Sreff g9 IR I g Afed T @@ Qoo /—(TUY R Teh) & AT
freft Jar A, UeRUR I WIATAR ST Rodiq I,
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89, 99, H geT 8 I IR 310! AR S ST 31/ I 37TR.
9. o} QIGHIIHTT 37eT IR IR TR,
— AR -
9. |ardiermeff I et (Freamoft 9%, 98 T 9§) AR IO
DRI

2.  ardieeff I+ TR ardierra wafict SRl Jier aRwT
T ciegept faeft am AT, GoR@ I T ekpH
TR g,000/- (W TR BIR W) fA®H
o¢/o¢ /03 I fhHar Tegdl <ORA fdhar S
PO 3MTR. TR ATHHI0 Tl Yo it A8l arerar
~IRITAATT ST el ATal ax 319t (Femoft 97, 98 7 9€)

TRl §HH SATANINUT AR BN

3. SOl g fovee ol SuuIfid SeT IR E

. |l e forees 3ot Suia SATei=i 31T I HRuid
I IATe.

g, | IR Iier IR IET AThET FTHIST o] JroTfd JFTOf
BITIHIU 3TST SRR PRUT HRAT JFeftereff =T Rart
20T AT IR

§. |ardeneff Il f&Hid oc¢/o¢ /03 fhar Tegdl AR
STQLATIHTY TSI GOl o B ITRidl Il IR
I HINCT GO 3FSTTell Tl drersdlid Uil 3778, SR T
492 detedn Pramadia srdienell I srifa e
B IS GOl U foefl TN TR goier god
SISO AR BISel.

9. | 3rdiceff Fit ST PetcaT Waa YentdT Iawrelf I
IR T TAh! Wahd TSI 9,300/ - ( TW Ud &R
L Tk ) DU &9 RIS,
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¢. | erdiaeff I ST hetedr WaiteaT IpHUh! JFhd Bl
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CERTIFICATE

I affirm that the contents of this PDF file Order is same word to word

as per the original Order.

(a)Name of the Stenographer : Sou. M. M. Kulkarni

(b)Court : M. B. Lambe, District Judge - 1 &
Addl. Sessions Judge, Pandharpur.

(c)Order signed by P.O. on : 04/07/2022

(d)Order uploaded on : 06/07/2022
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