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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

949 WRIT PETITION NO.9102 OF 2014

VITHAL GANGADHAR JADHAV AND OTHERS
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS
...

Advocate for Petitioners : Mr. Kulkarni Sanket S. 
AGP for Respondents/State: Mr. A. R. Kale 

Advocate for Respondent No.4: Mr. V. D. Dhorde
…

CORAM :NITIN W. SAMBRE & 
S. G. CHAPALGAONKAR, JJ.

DATE :16.03.2023

PER COURT :   

1. It is not in dispute that the judgment delivered in Writ Petition Nos.

6270/2014 and 6279/2014 governs the prayer clause (B) of the present

petition.

2. As far as prayer clause (A) is concerned, we have perused the notice

issued at the behest of the petitioners on August 26, 2014, in which, the

prayer is also impugned in the prayer clause (B) only.  That being so, the

said prayer which is in the form of prayer clause (A) cannot be granted by

this Court.

3. However, in the facts and circumstances of the case, we deem it

appropriate to permit the petitioners to approach  the

respondents/authorities with a detailed representation seeking allotment of

land in lieu of their land being already surrendered to the respondent No.4

and we expect the respondent Nos.2 and 3 to take decision on such
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representations of the petitioners which shall be preferred within a period of

two weeks from today expeditiously and in any case within a period of ten

weeks thereafter.

4. The petition stands disposed of.

  

(S. G. CHAPALGAONKAR, J.)              (NITIN W. SAMBRE, J.)
 

Sameer
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