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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
  AURANGABAD BENCH, AT AURANGABAD.    

                            
     Writ Petition No. 8545 of 2015     

                 
       District : Osmanabad

 
The Vikas Printers,
Through its proprietor,
Shri Vedant s/o. Vikas Ayachit,
Age : 37 years,
Occupation : Business,
R/o. 26/163, Near Shriram Temple,
Behind Tahasil Office, 
Samarth Nagar, Osmanabad,
Taluka & District : Osmanabad. .. Petitioner. 

          versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Principal Secretary,
Mantralaya, Mumbai - 32.

2. The State Election Commissioner,
Maharashtra State Election Commission,
New Administrative Building,
Hutatma Chowk, 
Madam Cama Road, 
Mumbai - 32.

3. The Collector, Osmanabad
@ election Officer, Osmanabad.

4. The Tahsildar, Osmanabad,
Taluka & District : Osmanabad.

5. The Tahsildar, Tuljapur,
Taluka & District : Osmanabad. .. Respondents. 

.........................
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Mr. R.V. Naiknavare, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. S.N. Morampalle, Asst. Government Pleader, for
respondent nos.1, 4 and 5.

Respondent nos.2 and 3 served (Absent).

..........................

       CORAM : S.V. GANGAPURWALA  &
        A.M. BADAR, JJ.

  
                            DATE  : 3RD MARCH 2016

                

COURT'S ORDER (Per S.V. Gangapurwala, J.) :

1. The  learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner  states  that  the 

petitioner has done the printing work for the elections of Grampanchayat 

and  Sugar  Factory.   The  amount  is  payable  by  the  respondents.   The 

respondents have not yet paid the amount of the work done in the year 

2012.  

2. The matter was adjourned earlier so as to enable the learned 

Asst.  Government  Pleader  to  take  instructions.   The  learned  Asst. 

Government Pleader, on instructions, states that some amount is payable to 

the petitioner but exact amount to be paid to the petitioner is not yet clear. 

3. It  is  for  the petitioner and the respondents  to consider and 

settle about the exact amount payable to the petitioner.  The respondents 

shall  make  payment  to  the  petitioner  in  respect  of  the  amount  that  is 

legitimately  due  and  payable  by  the  respondents  to  the  petitioner, 

expeditiously, considering the said payment is due since the year 2012. 
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The payment shall  be preferably made within a period of three months 

from today. 

4. With the above directions,  the Writ  Petition is disposed of. 

No costs. 

                   ( A.M. BADAR )                      ( S.V. GANGAPURWALA ) 
                       JUDGE                                               JUDGE    
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