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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 12445 OF 2015

Vinayak Vasantrao Ratnalikar Kulkarni Petitioner
Vs.

Laxmikant Sadashivrao Dixit

died through LRS

Nalini Laxmikant Dixit and Ors. Respondents

Mr. A.A. Mukhedkar, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. S.K. Tambe, AGP for respondent-state.

Mr. R.L. Joshi, Advocate for respondent no.3.

Mr. S.S. Kulkarni, Advocate for respondents no. 1A to 1-D.

CORAM : SUNIL P. DESHMUKH, J.
DATE : 03-08-2016.
Per Court :
1. In view of the provisions as contained in the
Maharashtra Land Revenue Code, the petitioner appears to have an
alternate recourses open for agitation of his grievance against the
impugned order. As such, I am not inclined to entertain the writ
petition and it is being disposed of with liberty to the petitioner to

resort to such remedies available as are deemed to be appropriate.

2. In case of making such approach, if it comes to
condonation of delay the period consumed in the pendency of this

writ petition would receive an appropriate treatment.
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3. Learned counsel for the petitioner adverts to that, the
next date for consideration of the matter before Sub-Divisional
Officer is scheduled on 08-08-2016. Hitherto, the learned counsel
requests that, the arrangement as was being followed, may be
allowed to be followed. The request appears to be legitimate and
reasonable as such the petitioner may make appropriate

applications having regard to aforesaid.

(SUNIL P. DESHMUKH)
JUDGE
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