
1 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.3228/2000

Bhimrao Ukandrao Shinde (D) Namdeorao Bakaramji Wankhade (D)
Dnyaneshwar s/o Bhimrao Shinde

...Versus...
The State of Maharashtra, through its Collector, Amravati and another

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
                          Shri T.A. Mirza, AGP for respondents

CORAM  :  PRASANNA B. VARALE AND
                 ARUN D. UPADHYE, JJ.
DATE      :  02.11.2017 

1. None for  the  petitioner.  This  Court  by  order  dated

5/10/2017 considering the controversy involved in the petition

and considering the reply filed by the State was of the opinion

that  as  the  petitioner  only  challenged  the  letters  of

communication/notice dated 4/8/2000 and 10/5/2000 and as it

is submitted in the reply filed by the State Government that it was

only a paper possession taken by the State, whereas the land is

still in physical position of the petitioner, who is cultivating the

land,  the petitioner  can avail  other  remedies.  This  Court,  with

a view to grant one opportunity to the petitioner, adjourned the

petition on 13/10/2017. 

2. Today, none appears for the petitioner. It seems that

the petitioner is not interested in prosecuting the petition. The

writ petition is dismissed for want of prosecution.

                        JUDGE                                                       JUDGE

Wadkar


