
                                                               

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
   BENCH AT AURANGABAD

964 CONTEMPT PETITION NO.683 OF 2022 IN WP/3724/2020

JAGANNATH MARUTI PANDIT
VERSUS

MANUKUMAR SHRIVASTAV AND OTHERS

...
Advocate for Petitioners : Mr. Jayabhar Dattatraya R.

AGP for the respondent – State : Mr. V.S. Badakh
Advocate for the respondent no. 4 : Mr. B.R. Survase

...

 CORAM :  MANGESH S. PATIL & 
   ABHAY S. WAGHWASE, JJ.

DATE :   6 APRIL 2023

PC :

Heard Learned advocate for the respondent no. 4 and the

learned AGP.  Respondent no. 3 – SLAO has filed affidavit  in reply.

He has submitted that a deficient proposal was received, queries were

raised and the learned advocate for the acquiring body and the learned

AGP submit that subsequently the shortcomings have been overcome.

2. In  paragraph  no.  8,  the  respondent  no.  3  –  SLAO has

assured to complete the process of acquisition as provided under the

Right  to  Fair  Compensation  and  Transparency  in  Land  Acquisition,

Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 within the statutory time. 

3. We accept the statement as an undertaking to the Court

and dispose of the contempt petition. 

    [ ABHAY S. WAGHWASE ]             [ MANGESH S. PATIL ]
        JUDGE                 JUDGE
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