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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

908 WRIT PETITION NO.3051 OF 2021
WITH WP/3078/2021 WITH WP/3074/2021 WITH WP/3059/2021
WITH WP/3069/2021 WITH WP/3066/2021 WITH WP/3071/2021
WITH WP/3057/2021 WITH WP/3065/2021 WITH WP/3052/2021
WITH WP/3055/2021 WITH WP/3062/2021 WITH WP/3060/2021
WITH WP/3061/2021 WITH WP/3056/2021 WITH WP/3064/2021
WITH WP/3072/2021 WITH WP/3076/2021 WITH WP/3068/2021
WITH WP/3070/2021

PRAVIN TUKARAM KARLE
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS
Advocate for Petitioners : Mr. Kharosekar A.b.
GP for Respondents/State: Mr. D. R. Kale
CORAM : S. V. GANGAPURWAILA &
SHRIKANT D. KULKARNI, JJ.

DATE : 9% March, 2021

We have heard Mr. Kharosekar, the counsel for the

petitioners and the learned A.G.P. for the respondents/State.

2. According to Mr. Kharosekar, the learned counsel for the
petitioners, the impugned notice is bad-in-law and not in accordance
with the provisions of Section 48 of Maharashtra Land Revenue Code,

1966.
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3. According to the learned A.G.P, the impugned notice is

only a show cause notice. The final orders are not yet passed.

4. This Court, in normal course, would not entertain a
petition directed against the show cause notice. The petitioners have
opportunity to file reply to the show cause notice and if the final
order of penalty is passed, the petitioners have liberty to assail the
same before the appropriate forum in accordance with law and in that

event, all contentions of the petitioners are kept open.

5. With these aforesaid observations, Writ Petitions are

disposed of. No costs.

(SHRIKANT D. KULKARNI, J.) (S. . GANGAPURWALA, J.)

Sameer



