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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
 CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.    7554 OF 2023

Suresh Dattatray Naik ..  Petitioner 
          v/s. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

ALONGWITH
WRIT PETITION NO.   9346 OF 2023

Hanuman Vishnu Gandal ..  Petitioner 
          v/s. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

  ALONGWITH
WRIT PETITION NO.  9349 OF 2023

Late Shivaji Dattatray Naik thr. LHR
Bhausaheb Shivaji Naik ..  Petitioner 
          v/s. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

 ALONGWITH
WRIT PETITION NO.  9352 OF 2023

Mrs. Kanta Suresh Naik ..  Petitioner 
          v/s. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

ALONGWITH
WRIT PETITION NO.  9353 OF 2023
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Mrs. Saraswati Shivaji Naik ..  Petitioner 
          v/s. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

ALONGWITH
WRIT PETITION NO.  9354 OF 2023

Shivaji Balu Pagar ..  Petitioner 
          v/s. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

… 
Mr. Ajinkya Taskar i/by. Mr. Narayan Rokade, Advocate for
the Petitioner.

Ms. R.A. Salunkhe, AGP for State-Respondents no.1 to 4.
… 

  CORAM :   NITIN JAMDAR, &

SANDEEP V. MARNE, JJ.

            Dated : 1 August 2023.

P.C. : 
1.   Heard learned Counsel for the parties.

2.  For the relief that is sought and the order that is

proposed to be passed, we do not deem it necessary to issue

notice to the concerned Co-operative Society.  

3.  The Petitioners have stated that they have availed

2/3
SR-12 AND 14-18.doc
Neeta Sawant



  3/3

a loan from the concerned Co-operative Society. According to

them,  the  loan  was  for  agricultural  purpose.   They  seek

benefit  of  Section  44A  of  the  Maharashtra  Co-operative

Societies  Act,  1960  and  they  have  made  certain

representations in respect of the same. The main grievance is

that their representations are not being decided.  

4.  We  proceed  on  the  basis,  as  informed  by  the

Petitioners,  that  representations  are  pending  and  not  yet

decided.  Without  going  into  the  question  whether  the

petitioners are entitled to the benefit of Section 44A or not,

which will have to be decided by the concerned respondents

and the society, we dispose of the petition directing that the

representation of the petitioners be decided within a period of

eight weeks subject to earlier time bound commitments and

pressing public duties of the concerned respondents.  

5.  We  once  again  make  it  clear  that  as  to  what

decision is  to be taken on the representations is left  to the

Society/Respondent  concerned,  who will  take a  decision as

per law.   The Writ Petitions are disposed of.

SANDEEP V. MARNE, J.   NITIN JAMDAR, J.

3/3
SR-12 AND 14-18.doc
Neeta Sawant

NEETA
SHAILESH
SAWANT
Digitally signed by
NEETA SHAILESH
SAWANT
Date: 2023.08.05
13:39:04 +0530


