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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION NO.101 OF 2019

Mr. Manohar Devanand Kotian ..Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Ors. ..Respondents

Mzr. Anand R. Pai i/by Shelly Pandya, Advocate for the Petitioner.
Mr. P. P. Kakade, Govt. Pleader a/w Ms. Nisha Mehra, AGP for the
Respondent - State.

CORAM : PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, CJ. &

SMT. BHARATI DANGRE, ]J.
DATE : 14" OCTOBER, 2019
P.C.
1] A perusal of the Petition would reveal that no

representation has been made to the State Government calling upon

the State Government to exercise its power under Section 20(1E) of

the Bombay Motor Vehicles Tax Act, 1958.

2] Since a mandamus is prayed for, we dispose of the Petition
requiring the Petitioner to first make a representation to the
appropriate authority containing the demand i.e. what is prayed for in

the instant Petition.

3] Needless to state if the demand is rejected or not
considered, the Petitioner would have a remedy to re-approach this

Court.

SMT. BHARATI DANGRE, J CHIEF JUSTICE
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