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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION  NO.598/2022

Dilip Agarwal and another ... Petitioners

            - Versus -

The Chief Executive Officer, Nagpur ...     Respondent

-----------------

Mr. S.S. Sitani, Advocate for Petitioners.

Mr. S.M. Puranik, Advocate for Respondent. 

   ----------------
 

                                          CORAM :   NITIN JAMDAR AND 
            ANIL L. PANSARE, JJ.

               DATE     :   22 APRIL  2022

P.C. :

On 25 March 2022, we had recorded the statement of the

learned Counsel for the Petitioners as under :-

"1.   ..............
 2.    ..............
 3.    ..............
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4. According  to  the  learned  Counsel  for  the
Petitioners,  the Petitioners have no concern with the
lands which has styled as owners by the Respondent.
The learned Counsel for the Petitioners states that the
Petitioners are the owners of Khasra No.61/1, 61/2/3,
63/2 and 63/3. The learned counsel for the Petitioners
submits that except these lands the Petitioners cannot
have any objection for the Respondent to proceed."

2. We  note  and  as  informed  by  the  counsel,  there  is  no

separate notice given to the Petitioners in respect of the above

mentioned  khasra  numbers.   The  learned  Counsel  for  the

Respondent states that if the Respondent intends to proceed in

respect  of  these  khasra  numbers,  they  will  give  Petitioners  a

suitable advance notice as per law.  

3. As and when such notice is received by the Petitioners, it

will be open for the Petitioners  to take necessary steps as may be

available in law.  With these observations,  the Writ  Petition is

disposed of.

4. In light of these directions, the impugned notice which is

addressed  the  Petitioners  does  not  survive  as  against  the

Petitioners.

     (ANIL L. PANSARE, J.)                    (NITIN JAMDAR, J.)
Deshmukh      


