
                                                 (1)                                             WP No.2970/2010 and 

other Writ petitions

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

 BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 2870 OF 2010

Sachin Bhausaheb Bhanagade and others … Petitioners.

    Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others … Respondents.

WITH

WRIT PETITION NO. 2871 OF 2010

Ravindra Keruji Ghongare and others … Petitioners.

    Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others … Respondents.

WITH

WRIT PETITION NO. 2872 OF 2010

Mansoor Subhan Tamboli and others … Petitioners.

    Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others … Respondents.

WITH

WRIT PETITION NO. 2873 OF 2010

Abdulsukur Akabarali Mulani and others … Petitioners.

    Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others … Respondents.

WITH
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WRIT PETITION NO. 2874 OF 2010

Mahesh Dnyandeo Waditke and others … Petitioners.

    Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others … Respondents.

WITH

WRIT PETITION NO. 2875 OF 2010

Sujit Ganpat Pawar and others … Petitioners.

    Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others … Respondents.

WITH

WRIT PETITION NO. 2876 OF 2010

Sayyed Arif Baba and others … Petitioners.

    Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others … Respondents.

***

Mr. M.M. Joshi, Advocate for the petitioners. 

Mr. A.R. Borulkar, A.G.P. for respondent Nos.1 and 2.

Mr. A.R. Nikam, Advocate for respondent No.3.

***

CORAM : R.D. DHANUKA & 
SUNIL K. KOTWAL, JJ.

Dated : 24.08.2017.

***
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ORAL ORDER :-

1. The matters are on board and are taken out of turn.

2. Learned  Counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioners  in  all  the 

aforesaid matters fairly invited our attention to the Judgment delivered by 

this Court in the case of Darphale Yogita Jagannath and others Versus 

State of Maharashtra [ 2012 (2) Mh.L.J. 823] and would submit that 

the issue involved in these matters is already concluded by this Court in 

the said Judgment against the petitioners.  

3. Mr.  Nikam,  Learned  Counsel  for  respondent  No.3  and  Mr. 

Borulkar, learned A.G.P. confirms this position.

4. The  Writ  Petitions  are  accordingly  dismissed.   Rule  is 

discharged.  No order as to costs.

5. In  view of  the  disposal  of  Writ  Petitions,  the  pending  Civil 

Applications, if any, are also dismissed.

( SUNIL K. KOTWAL ) ( R.D. DHANUKA )

JUDGE JUDGE

***

vdd/-


