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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 3108 OF 2019

Balkrushna Kesu Bhondave (since deceased)

Heir of the deceased

1. Shivhaji Balkrushna Bhondave(since deceased)

Heir of the deceased

1(a) Sambhaji Shivaji Bhondave & Ors. ... Petitioners
Vs.

1. Kastur Kesu Bhondave (since deceased)

Heir of the deceased

1A. Bababai Kastur Bhondave & Ors. ... Respondents

Mr. Mankirat Singh Chhabra for the Petitioners.
Mr. Digvijay Patil i/b. Mr. Nitesh Bhutekar for the Respondent No.10.

CORAM: MADHAV J. JAMDAR, J.

DATE : 10% AUGUST, 2021.
P C. :-

1. Heard Mr. Chhabra, learned counsel appearing for the
Petitioners and Mr. Digvijay Patil, learned counsel appearing for the

Respondent No.10.

2. The Petitioners are original Plaintiffs. By the impugned order
dated 14™ December, 2018, the learned Trial Court has held that
Plaintiffs have valued the suit as per Section 6 (iv) (j) of the Bombay
Court Fees Act instead of Section 6 (iv) (d) of the Bombay Court
Fees Act and further directed to correct the valuation. Accordingly,

the Plaintiff has filed application bearing Exhibit-64 in Special Civil
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Suit No. 1474 of 2018 under order VI Rule 17 of CPC seeking

amendment. The said amendment application was allowed by order

dated 13™ January, 2020 passed by learned 16™ Joint Civil Judge,

Senior Division, Pune. Accordingly the plaint was amended by

inserting paragraph number on page 2 of the plaint and by

amending paragraph 49 of the plaint. The said amendment is set out

hereinbelow for ready reference:-

3.

“Q) IR STemelel U 3b. R AR WTefd SHNT 311 STl JTTehRufl
%.9¢,40,02,000/-' Ugull ST BRI 3. €0,82,%9,000/-'
3R ARV ATd J TR GO¥H | BRUITH WRATHIT Ao,

&) Uegd At I SRIA dholedT MY aRees 6. 8] A
TR STeTE STThRUft & ST SRIGTTS! SN & ©. 9000/-
R FOF, TR B. 00/- FAPT PIS N ReAm 112, aoht "wega
IR JMHRUT & ST SREME! 3R i §F e dic. hl BRIal
B £ (iv)(S) TIR  Hod, ar Hoade ISNeR /
JORYITIR_BIUIRT fhAad %, $%.82,8€,000/- (3&R I
YIS DI SR ARG A8 &R Bah) (€ 8. ¢ ¢/ Ut
&89 9 8. 3] 3R FEUNg %00 A, Tofiel Yeur SHiHran vafard
&I, 94,000/- = B, 9%,3€,3%,000 30 T . 98/ YhHl &F
09 2. £ 3R TEUNE 9§ oo .. et Wear Siar vafaa
R . 9Y4,090/- = 3. Y4,0€,€0,000/- IAR el @I
Proediel Tgur fhad v. 88,92,8€,000/-) R UFJd SIRN
PR o], TR o I SeaIdRM JEId B. 3,00,000/- Ul &
S PIC i PIST Betd & (iv) (1) TAR 9/8 T8I 3. 94,000/
oIl DS i < 3ATL." el ol PRUY IRl aral JieT URat
ECQURCICES LA RIS

o) TR A I SR doledT S RTes . 8] Al
"THUl SHRUT WH B. 9§,40,0%,000/-" WSl "THUN AR
BT D, £0,%3,R09,000/-" I ArIVITT I1d g Lt GO PRUAH
QRATIT fHesrat.”

Mr. Chhabra, learned counsel appearing for the Petitioners

states that in view of the said subsequent development of amending

the plaint, the petition has become infructuous. However, he states

Sonali



3/3 34.WP.3108.2019.doc

that liberty be given to challenge the impugned order dated 14™

December, 2018 in Appeal, if the occasion arises.

4. The Writ Petition is disposed of as infructuous subject to the

liberty as prayed.

(MADHAV J. JAMDAR, J.)
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