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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL  APPELLATE   JURISDICTION 

 
WRIT PETITION NO. 11055 OF 2016

WITH
CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 87 OF 2021

Siddharam Shivalingappa Shilvant … Petitioner.
V/s.

The State of Maharashtra & Others … Respondents.

AND
WRIT PETITION NO. 12867 OF 2016

WITH
CIVIL APPLICATION (ST.) NO. 20823 OF 2019

Soni Padmakar Shukla … Petitioner.
V/s.

The State of Maharashtra & Others … Respondents.

AND
WRIT PETITION NO. 12415 OF 2016

WITH
CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 4 OF 2022 

Meenakshi Dattu Pawar … Petitioner.
V/s.

The State of Maharashtra & Others … Respondents.

Mr. Rajaram V. Bansode, for the Petitioner.
Mr. Vikas Mali, AGP, for Respondent Nos. 1 & 2-State.
Mr. Sandeep V. Marne, for Respondent Nos. 3 to 6.
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CORAM : NITIN JAMDAR  AND
AMIT BORKAR,  JJ.

DATE : 12 JANUARY 2022.
(Through Video Conferencing)

P.C. :

Writ Petition No. 12867 of 2016 and Writ Petition No. 12415

of  2016 are  not  on  board.  In  view of  the  praecipe  that  they  are

identical with Writ Petition No. 11055 of 2016 taken on board by

consent of the parties. 

2. Heard learned Counsel for the parties.

3. Writ  Petition No.  11055 of  2016 was  argued yesterday and

kept  today  for  the  learned  Counsel  for  the  parties  to  take

instructions. Both, the learned Counsel for the Petitioners and the

learned Counsel for the Respondent – Corporation, are ad idem that

the case of the Petitioners is similarly situated as that of the other

Petitioners  in  Writ  Petition  No.  11054  of  2016  and  other  writ

petitions. The Petitioners in those petitions withdrew their claim and

the Respondent – Corporation has extended them certain benefits.

4. The  learned  Counsel  for  the  Petitioners  states  that  he  has

received instructions that the Petitioners will  withdraw these Writ

Petitions and the Respondent – Corporation should extend the same

benefits  as  given  to  the  other  Petitioners  as  above.  The  learned
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Counsel for the Respondent – Corporation states that according to

his instructions the Respondent – Corporation is agreeable to this

course of action.

5. The statement of the learned Counsel  for the Respondent –

Corporation on instructions that the benefits which are given to the

Petitioners  in  Writ  Petition  No.  11054  of  2016  and  other  writ

petitions will be extended to the Petitioners, is accepted.

6. Accordingly, the Writ Petitions are disposed of as withdrawn. 

7. All pending Civil Applications are disposed of accordingly.

         (AMIT BORKAR, J.) (NITIN JAMDAR, J.)


