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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

C.A.W. NO. 368/17 IN WRIT PETITION NO. 5988 OF 2016.

(Pravin Bhaskarrao Ragit .vs. Maharashtra Jeevan Pradhikaran & others)

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of                                                               

Coram, appearances, Court's orders          Court's or Judge's orders

or directions and Registrar's orders.

                  Mr. P.D. Meghe, Advocate for petitioner,

 Mr. D.M. Kakani, Advocate for respondent. 3.

                                   Mr. V.P. Gangane, A.G.P. for respondent no. 4.  

                          CORAM :  B.R. GAVAI & A.S. CHANDURKAR, JJ.     

                          DATED  :  MARCH 27, 2017.

This is an application for amendment.  The application

is vehemently opposed by Mr. D.M. Kakani, learned Advocate for

respondent.  3,  on  the  ground  that  the  order  passed  in  the

departmental proceedings is appealable.

Merely because the petition is allowed to be amended

does not mean that the contentions on merit are admitted.  The

averments can always be opposed on merits by the respondents

by filing consequential replies.  

In  that  view  of  the  matter,  the  Civil  Application  is

allowed.  Amendment be carried out within a period of one week

from  today.   If  the  respondents  desire  to  file  consequential

replies,  the  same  be  done  within  a  period  of  two  weeks

fhereafter.

S.O. to 17.4.2017.

              Judge                            Judge

J.


