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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

FIRST APPEAL NO.749 OF 2020

1. Bharti W/o Sunil Dhat,
Age: 29 years, Occ. Household,
R/o. Shivneri Colony, Shriram Nagar,
Beed, Dist. Beed.
At present residing at Solapur
Dist. Solapur.

2. Kamal Nawanath Dhat,
Age: 50 years, Occu. Nil,
R/o. Shivneri Colony, Beed.

2A. Ravindra Nawanath Dhat,
Age: 44 years, Occu. Service,

2B. Amol Nawanath Dhat,
Age: 40 years, Occu. Agri,
Both R/o. Shivneri Colony, Shriram Nagar,
Beed, Tq. & Dist. Beed. ..Appellant
(Orig. Claimants)
Versus

1. Navnath Dagdu Dhat,
Age: 62 years, Occu. Agri,
R/o. Shivneri Colonay, Shriram Nagar,
Beed, Dist. Beed.

2. Pandurang Shivram Mhetre,
Age: major, Occu. Vehicle Driver,
R/o. Nalwandi Post Pimpalner,
Tq. & Dist. Beed.

3. National Insurance Company Ltd.,
through Branch Manager,
Hazari Chambers, Station Road,
Aurangabad, Tq and Dist. Aurangabad ..Respondents
(Orig. Respondents)

Mr. K. J. Suryawanshi, Advocate for the Appellants.
Mr. Ashutosh S. Kulkarni, Advocate for Respondent Nos.1 and 2.
Mr. A. B. Kadethankar, Advocate for Respondent No.3.
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CORAM : S. G. CHAPALGAONKAR, J.
DATE :01* SEPTEMBER, 2023.
ORDER:-

1. Motion is made for speaking to the minutes in respect of

judgment dated 28.08.2023.

2. Mr. Ashutosh Kulkarni, learned Advocate appearing for re-
spondent nos.1 and 2 submits that in the judgment dated 28.08.2023,
his name is wrongly mentioned as ‘A. A. Kulkarni’ instead of ‘Ashutosh
S. Kulkarn?’, so also in clause (iii) of the operative part of the judgment,
the amount in words is mentioned as ‘Eighty Seven Lakh Twenty Seven
Thousand Seven Hundred and Five' instead of ‘Eighty Eight Lakh
Twenty Seven Thousand Seven Hundred and Five’. He further submits
that in paragraph no.12, in line no.14 the word ‘widow’ is required to be

replaced as ‘wife’.

3. In that view of the matter, the appearance of the learned
Advocate appearing for respondent nos.l1 and 2 be corrected as
‘Ashutosh S. Kulkarni’ instead of ‘A. A. Kulkarni’ and in clause (ii1) of
the operative part of the judgment the amount in words be corrected as
‘Eighty Eight Lakh Twenty Seven Thousand Seven Hundred and Five’
instead of ‘Eighty Seven Lakh Twenty Seven Thousand Seven Hundred
and Five’ and in paragraph no.12, in line no.14 the word ‘widow’ be re-

placed as ‘wife’.
4. Necessary corrections be carried out accordingly.

5. Motion is disposed of.

(S. G. CHAPALGAONKAR)
JUDGE

Devendra/August-2023



