
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.4400 OF 2023

Agrawal Foodstuff LLP ]  .. Petitioner
                Vs.
1. The State of Maharashtra ]
2. The Divisional Commissioner, ]
    (Konkan Division), Mumbai ]  .. Respondents

Mr. Onam V. Hingorani for the Petitioner.
Ms. A.A. Purav, AGP for the Respondents-State.

   CORAM  :   SUNIL B. SHUKRE & 
            FIRDOSH P. POONIWALLA, JJ

   DATE      :   24TH AUGUST, 2023.

ORAL JUDGMENT : { Per Sunil B. Shukre, J. } 

1. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that final hearing of the claim

for enhancement of the compensation amount lodged by the petitioner before

respondent no.2 is already over and the matter is closed for final order on 20 th

April 2021 and no order so far has been passed by respondent no.2. He further

submits  that  it  is  only  because  of  the  long  pendency  of  the  decision  of

respondent  no.2  that  this  petition  has  been  filed  seeking  mandamus  to

respondent no.2 for early disposal of the claim of the petitioner.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner further submits that there are in all 19
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such petitions in which similar directions have been sought by those petitioners

and  those  petitions  are  described  particularly  in  the  list  of  writ  petitions

submitted across the bar today by learned counsel for the petitioners, which is

taken on record and marked as “Document-A”.

3. The petitions listed in Document-A are not on board today. Considering

the fact that the issue involved in this petition and the issue involved in those

petitions, both, are similar, it is directed that they be taken on production board.

4. Rule.  Rule  is  made  returnable  forthwith.  Heard  finally  by  consent  of

learned counsel for the respective parties..

5. We  find  that  the  prayer  made  by  the  petitioner  is  reasonable  and,

therefore,  appropriate  direction  would  have  to  be  deservedly  issued  to

respondent no.2. Respondent no.2 is directed to finally decide the claim of the

petitioner in accordance with law, at the earliest, within a period of four weeks

from the date of receipt of writ of this court, if not already decided.

6. Rule is made absolute in the above terms. Petition is disposed of.

           [ FIRDOSH P. POONIWALLA, J. ]                [ SUNIL B. SHUKRE, J. ] 
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