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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

85 WRIT PETITION NO. 5539 OF 2023 

SIDDIQUI MOHAMMED SHOIB
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS
.…

Mr. Shaikh Moinuddin Nasruddin, Advocate for the petitioner
Mr. V. M. Kagne, AGP for Respondent No.1- State
Mr. R. R. Bangar, Advocate for  Respondents 2 & 3 -Union of India 
and Haj Committee

.…

CORAM: RAVINDRA V. GHUGE AND
Y. G. KHOBRAGADE, JJ.

DATE: 16.06.2023.

PER COURT :-  

1. The grievance of the petitioner is only with regard to

excess charges levied upon him with regard to allotment of the

embarkation point from Aurangabad as compared to the charges

payable for taking the Haj flight from the Mumbai airport. It is

contended that as excess amounts have been charged to the

petitioner,  his pending representation with Respondent No.3 –

Haj Committee, needs to be decided at the earliest.

3. In view of the above, this  petition is disposed off.

 1 of 2



                                             (( 2 ))            85wp5539-23

4. We direct Respondent No.3 to consider the request of the

petitioner for a change of embarkation point from Aurangabad to

Mumbai or to charge the same rates as are chargeable at Mumbai

while allotting the embarkation point at Aurangabad. The petitioner

will once again forward the same representation to Respondent No.3,

on the e-mail address mentioned in the Petition, within fifteen (15)

days from today.   Thereafter,   Respondent No.3 would follow the due

procedure laid down in law and decide the representation of the

petitioner, within a period of sixty (60) days from the date of

receiving the e-mailed representation. 

5. In the event, the petitioner is found to be entitled for a

refund, Respondent No.3 would consider the said request for an early

refund.

  [ Y. G. KHOBRAGADE, J. ]         [ RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J. ]

JPChavan
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