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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

 AURANGABAD BENCH, AT AURANGABAD.    
                            

   Writ Petition No. 9478 of 2013
        

District : Aurangabad

 

Sahebrao s/o. Karbhari Jadhav,

Age : 52 years,

Occupation : Nil,

R/o. Ramnagar, 

CIDCO, Aurangabad. .. Petitioner. 

          versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,

Through its Principal Secretary,

Revenue Department,

Mantralaya, Mumbai - 32.

2. The District Collector,

Aurangabad.

3. The Tahsildar 

(Revenue Department),

Aurangabad.

4. The Government of India,

Ministry of Corporate Affairs,

The office of the Official 

Liquidator,

High Court of Bombay,

Bank of India Building,

5th Floor, M.G. Road,

Mumbai - 400 023. .. Respondents.

 

............
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Mr. Vinod P. Patil, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. S.B. Pulkundwar, Asst. Government Pleader, for

respondent nos.1 to 3.

Mr. Atul R. Kale, Advocate, for respondent no.4. 

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

       CORAM : S.S. SHINDE  &

   SANGITRAO S. PATIL, JJ.

  

                     DATE  : 27TH APRIL 2016

                

PER COURT :

Heard.

2. In the present petition, the petitioner has 

sought direction to respondent no.3 i.e. Tahsildar to 

take  the  steps  for  recovery  of  the  amount  and 

direction to respondent no.4 to cooperate respondent 

no.3 in recovery of the amount. 

3. The learned Counsel appearing for respondent 

no.4, on instructions, submits that respondent no.4 

is going to file report in Company Petition No. 24 of 

1992 and respondent no.4 will seek directions against 

M/s. SICOM Ltd. for the return of 50 % amount which 

is already paid to M/s. SICOM Ltd.  

4. During  the  pendency  of  this  petition, 
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already  respondent  no.3  has  taken  steps  for  the 

recovery  of  the  amount.   The  learned  Counsel  for 

respondent  no.4  has  made  statement  to  the  above 

effect.  

5. In  that  view  of  the  matter,  the  Writ 

Petition stands disposed of.

  

                    (SANGITRAO S. PATIL)         (S.S. SHINDE) 
                  JUDGE                    JUDGE    
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