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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

MISC. CIVIL APPLICATION ST. NO. 32280 OF 2017
IN
REVIEW APPLIATION NO. ST. 33926 OF 2017
IN
WRIT PETITION NO. 1602 OF 2014

The State of Maharashtra and
Another .. Applicants

In the matter of :
The State of Maharashtra and Anr. .. Review Petitioners
(Ori. Respondents)

Vs.

Natural Sugar and Allied
Industries Ltd. and others .. Respondents

Mr. O.M.Kulkarni AGP for Applicants
None for Respondents

CORAM : SMT.V.K.TAHILRAMANI ACTING C.J.

DATED : FEBRUARY 22, 2018

P.C.:
1 Heard the learned AGP for the Applicants.
2 This application has been moved for transferring
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Review Application St. No. 33926 of 2017 in Writ Petition No.
1602 of 2014 from High Court Bench at Aurangabad to the
Principal Seat at Mumbai. The review application is at present

pending before the High Court Bench at Aurangabad.

3 The transfer is sought of Review Application in Writ
Petition No. 1602 of 2014. The parties in Writ Petition are from
Osmanabad and they would be put to considerable
inconvenience if the review application is transferred to the
Principal Seat at Mumbai. On the other hand, Office of the
Government Pleader at Aurangabad which represents the
Government, is available all the time to deal with the matters
pending before the High Court Bench at Aurangabad. The
transfer is sought to avoid conflicting views and orders from
two different Courts. | do not think that this is a good ground
for transfer of the matter because if the Principal Seat at
Mumbai decides the matter first, the same decision can be
followed in the matters which are pending at the Bench at
Aurangabad and if the matter which is pending before the
Aurangabad Bench is disposed of earlier, the said decision

would be intimated immediately by the learned AGP at
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Aurangabad Bench to its counter-part in Mumbai and to the
Court and the matter can be disposed of in the light of the said

decision at the Principal Seat.

4 In view of the above facts, | do not think that this is a
fit case to transfer the review application, hence, the

application is rejected.

ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
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