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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 5586 OF 2018

Shri. Uttam Vishwanath Pawar ...Petitioner

Versus

The State of Maharashtra and Ors. ...Respondents 

Mr. Naseem R. Shaikh, Advocate for Petitioner
Mr. S.M. Ganachari, AGP for Respondent-State
Mr. G.V.Wani, Advocate for Respondent No.3 

... 
     CORAM : R.M.BORDE AND 

    A.M. DHAVALE, JJ.

     DATE:     12th June, 2018 

PER COURT:-
 

1. Counsel  appearing  for  the  respondents  states  that, 

merely a notice is issued to the petitioner calling upon him 

to show cause as to why action shall not be taken under the 

provisions  of  section  52,  53  and  54  of  the  Maharashtra 

Regional Town Planning Act. The petitioner may tender his 

reply  and  thereafter,  the  concerned  authority  may  pass 

appropriate order.  

2. Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  states  on 
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instructions  that  the  petitioner  will  tender  reply  within  a 

period of four weeks from today. On receipt of the reply, the 

respondents  may  pass  an  appropriate  order  within 

contemplation of provisions of law within a period of four 

weeks. The counsel appearing for the respondent-Municipal 

Council  on  instructions,  states  that  since  the  Municipal 

Council is expected to pass an order on consideration of the 

reply that would be tendered by the petitioner, no adverse 

action  would  be  taken  against  the  petitioner  until  the 

Municipal  Council  passes  the  order  in  furtherance  to  the 

notice dated 07.05.2018. 

3. In view of above, the writ petition is disposed of. 

 

  ( A.M.DHAVALE )                  ( R.M.BORDE )
        JUDGE                JUDGE
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