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          IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
                                BENCH AT AURANGABAD      

 
CIVIL APPLICATION NO.4495/2019
IN FIRST APPEAL (ST.) NO.34147/2018

THE G.M.I.D.C., THROUGH THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER, BEED
IRRIGATION DIVISION, BEED AND OTHERS
VERSUS
BALASAHEB KISAN AGHAV AND ANOTHER.

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

CIVIL APPLICATION NO.4498/2019
IN FIRST APPEAL (ST.) NO.34132/2018

THE G.M.I.D.C., THROUGH THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER, BEED
IRRIGATION DIVISION, BEED AND OTHERS
VERSUS
ANURATH SURYABHAN NEHARKAR AND OTHERS.

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

CIVIL APPLICATION NO.4504/2019
IN FIRST APPEAL (ST.) NO.34160/2018

THE G.M.I.D.C., THROUGH THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER, BEED
IRRIGATION DIVISION, BEED AND OTHERS
VERSUS
ASHRUBA HARIBA MUNDHE AND ANOTHER.

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

CIVIL APPLICATION NO.4508/2019
IN FIRST APPEAL (ST.) NO.34128/2018

THE G.M.I.D.C., THROUGH THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER, BEED
IRRIGATION DIVISION, BEED AND OTHERS
VERSUS
SAHJEBA VITHAL MUNDHE.

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

Shri Anil M. Gaikwad, Advocate for applicants.
Shri S.S. Dargad Advocate h/f Shri A.V. Thombre, Advocate for respondents – claimants.
Shri V.M. Kagne, AGP for the State.

                                                                      
    CORAM: V.L. ACHLIYA, J.             

  
DATE:  08.09.2020
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PER COURT :

1] The  applicants  have  moved  this  application  seeking

condonation of delay of 815 days in fling appeals for the reasons

set out in detail in the applications.

2] Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  applicants  and

respondents – claimants.

3] On due consideration of the submissions advanced in the

light  of  unchallenged  and uncontroverted pleadings  made in  the

applications assigning the cause for condonation of delay, I am of

the view that the delay deserves to be condoned.  

4] Accordingly,  the  applications  are  allowed  in  terms  of

prayer clause (A).  Delay condoned.  Appeals be registered.

                   (V.L. ACHLIYA, J.)
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