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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

Civil Application NO. 329 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31235 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4235 of 2017

The Nashik Zilla Stariya Samiti, Nashik  ...Applicant

Versus

Dashrath Lahabu Thete ...Respondent

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 328 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31560 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4233 of 2017

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 330 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31528 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4236 of 2017

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 331 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31229 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4238 of 2017

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 332 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31509 OF 2017
IN
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Writ Petition No.4239 of 2017

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 333 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31233 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4240 of 2017

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 334 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31570 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4250 of 2017

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 335 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31514 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4252 of 2017

__________
With

Civil Application NO. 336 OF 2017
IN

Review Petition (ST) NO. 31539 OF 2017
IN

Writ Petition No.4270 of 2017

....
Mr. P.N. Joshi, Advocate for the Applicant.
Mr. Yogendra Pendse, Advocate for the Respondent.

....
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  CORAM :   R. G. KETKAR, J.

  DATE     :  23rd JANUARY, 2018
    [IN CHAMBER AT 2:35 P.M.]

P.C. 

1. Heard  Mr.P.N.  Joshi,  learned Senior  Counsel  for  the 

applicants  and  Mr.Yogendra  Pendse,  learned  Counsel  for  the 

respondent, at length. 

2. By these applications, the applicants have prayed for 

condoning delay of 67 days in filing Review Petitions.  

3. After perusing the assertions made in the applications 

and  after  hearing  the  learned  Counsel  for  the  parties,  I  am 

satisfied that the applicants have made out sufficient cause for 

condoning  the  delay.  Hence,  Civil  Applications  are  allowed. 

Delay in filing Review Petitions is condoned. Order accordingly.

                                                              (R. G. KETKAR, J.)

Deshmane(PS)
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