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          IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

                     BENCH AT AURANGABAD      

15 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 1284 OF 2018

IN FAST/596/2018 WITH CA/1118/2018 IN FAST/598/2018 WITH CA/1285/2018 

IN  FAST/1025/2018  WITH  CA/1286/2018  IN  FAST/1023/2018  WITH 

CA/1287/2018  IN  FAST/1019/2018  WITH  CA/1289/2018  IN  FAST/1031/2018 

WITH  CA/1290/2018  IN  FAST/1027/2018  WITH  CA/1292/2018  IN 

FAST/1035/2018 

SAMBHAJI PANDHARINATH KOLPUSE

VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ORS

=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=--=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=

16 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 1333 OF 2018

IN FAST/572/2018 WITH CA/4558/2018 IN FAST/988/2018 WITH CA/4559/2018 

IN FAST/983/2018 WITH CA/4560/2018 IN FAST/977/2018 WITH CA/4561/2018 

IN FAST/979/2018 

HANMANT BHANUDAS ALAGULE 

VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ORS

=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-

17 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 1336 OF 2018

IN FAST/594/2018 WITH CA/1119/2018 IN FAST/1008/2018 WITH CA/1120/2018 

IN FAST/1001/2018 WITH CA/1337/2018 IN FAST/996/2018 WITH CA/1338/2018 

IN FAST/999/2018 

VISHWANATH MADHAVRAO BHOSALE

VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ORS

=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=--=-=-=-=-=-=-=

Advocate for Applicants :  Shri Shri Sontakke Gajanan K  (Patil) 

AGP for Respondent nos.1 & 2 : Shri P.G. Borade 

Respondent no.3 served.
   .....



                                                                                        CA 1284/18 in FAST 596/18 & others 

  

-  2 -

  
    CORAM: V.L. ACHLIYA, J. 

  

DATE:  13.07.2018

PER COURT :

1] The  applicants  have  moved  these  applications  to 

condone the delay in filing these appeals against the 

judgment and order passed by the Reference Court.

2] Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  applicants  and  the 

learned AGP for the respondent nos.1 & 2.  Respondent 

no.3 is absent, though served.

3] Considering  the  cause  assigned  for  condoning  the 

delay,  I  am  of  the  view  that  the  delay  has  been 

satisfactorily  explained.   Accordingly,  the  delay  is 

condoned and the civil applications for condonation of 

delay are allowed in terms of prayer clause (B).  Appeals 

be registered.  The applications are disposed of.  List 

the appeals for admission on 7.8.2018.

        (V.L. ACHLIYA, J.) 
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