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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL  APPELLATE   JURISDICTION 

 
WRIT PETITION NO.  7921  OF 2022

Shri Baban Bajirao Randive and others. … Petitioners.
V/s.

Divisional Commissioner Pune Division 
and others. … Respondents.

M.A.Adenwala for the Petitioners.
Mr.V.S.Gokhale, ‘B’ Panel Counsel for the State.

CORAM : NITIN JAMDAR  AND
SHARMILA U. DESHMUKH,  JJ.

DATE : 11 November 2022.

P.C. :

Heard the learned counsel for the parties.

2. As  regards  the  correction  of  revenue  record  and

concerned mutation entry is concerned, the learned counsel for the

Respondent-  State  pointed  out  that  the  appeal  filed  against  the

mutation entry was rejected by the Additional Collector.   Thereafter

no revision was filed and thereafter directly this writ petition under

Article 226 is filed.   Learned counsel the State submits that since the

Petitioners have remedy of revision the same should be exhausted

and directly writ petition cannot be filed. The learned counsel for the
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Petitioners  submits  that  the  Petitioners  have  filed  revision/

application in August 2016 itself before the Commissioner, however,

the same has not been decided.

2. Considering  the  fact  that  the  revision/  application  is

pending since the year 2016 i.e. for last six years, Respondent No.1-

Commissioner,  subject  to  earlier  time  bound  commitments  and

pressing  public  duties,   would  take  a  decision  upon  the  pending

revision/ application filed by the Petitioners within a period of eight

weeks.

3. Writ petition is accordingly disposed of.

(SHARMILA U. DESHMUKH, J.) (NITIN JAMDAR, J.)


