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ORDER BELOW EXHIBIT 28.
(Passed on this 15th April 2025)

The  defendant  number  03  had  moved  an  application  for

permission to file the written statement after the expiry of the period of

prescribed  time  provided  by  law.  Learned  Advocate  Shri.  Boralkar

submitted that, time was required to collect the documents of the family of

the plaintiff  and other defendants. It  would cause irreparable loss, if the

permission is not awarded. It prayed for the desired relief.

2. The  plaintiff  had  filed  his  say  overleaf  the  application  and  had

opposed the application on the ground that, it is not maintainable and the

defendant number 03 had not mentioned any sufficient reason for the delay.

The application is liable to be rejected with costs.

3. I have perused the application, say thereon and heard advocate for

the sides. The suit shall be decided on merits and the rights of the parties

cannot be denied only on technical grounds. The delay caused to file the

written  statement  does  not  appear  to  be  inordinate  and  hence,  the

application deserves to be allowed. Hence, I proceed to pass the following

order: –

ORDER

The  application  at  Exhibit  28  is  hereby  allowed.  The  written

statement filed on record shall form of record.

 

               M. M. Kalyankar
                       Civil Judge (Jr. Dn.),

Date: 15.04.2025          Akkalkot.
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