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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 3949 OF 2023 

NND Ambernath LLP & Anr. ..Petitioners

         V/s.

State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondent
----

Mr.  Arshad  Shaikh  Senior  Advocate  a/w.  Mr.  Bhushan
Deshmukh-Counsel  a/w. Mr.Sanjay Udeshi,  Mr.Aditya Udeshi
and Mr. Netaji Gawade i/by M/s.Sanjay Udeshi and Co. for the
Petitioners.
Mr.  V.A.Thorat  Spl.Counsel  a/w.  Mr.  P.P.Kakade  -  GP  and
Mr.V.S. Gokhale ‘B’ Panel Counsel a/w. Mrs.M.S.Bane AGP for
the State. 
Mr. Prashant Chavan a/w. Rajmani Varma i/by Navdeep Vora
and Associates for Respondent Nos. 4 to 8.
Mrs. Prashanti V. Mane Tahsildar, Ambernath present. 

----
CORAM : R.D.DHANUKA, AND

       GAURI GODSE, JJ.

DATE     :  11 APRIL 2023

P.C.

  Mr.Arshad  Shaikh  learned  Senior  Counsel  for

Petitioners on instructions states that his clients do not want

to press any reliefs in respect of issuance of communication

dated 23 January, 2023 which is part of prayer clauses (a) to

(d) of the Petition at this stage. Statement is accepted.  
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2.  Insofar  as  relief  sought  in  respect  of  communication

dated  8th  January  2023  issued  by  the  Tahsildar  to  the

Registering  Authority,  not  to  register  the  documents  in

respect  of  the  property  developed  by  the  Petitioners  has

become infructuous.  

3.  Insofar as Communication dated 8th February 2023 is

concerned  learned  Special  Counsel  for  the  State  on

instructions states that his clients are withdrawing the said

communication  forthwith,  and  will  take  steps  under  the

Maharashtra Land Revenue Code, 1966 for recovery of dues, if

any. Statement is accepted.

4.   In view of the statement made by the learned Senior

Counsel for the parties, nothing survives in this petition.  The

State Government is at liberty to take steps for recovery of the

alleged  dues,  if  any,  against  the  Petitioner  under  the

provisions of Maharashtra Land Revenue Code, 1966, or any

other  provisions  of  law.  Writ  Petition  is  disposed  off  in

aforesaid terms. 

GAURI GODSE, J.  R.D.DHANUKA, J.
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