
                                                                                           982.CP.759.22.odt

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CONT. PETITION NO. 795 OF 2022
 IN WP/1560/2017

1. Balasaheb S/o Bhagwat Raut, 

2. Paraji S/o Bhagwat Raut, 

3. Nanasaheb S/o Bhagwat Raut … PETITIONERS

VERSUS

1. The Executive Engineer,
National Highway Division No.9, 
Nashik, Tq. Sangamner, 
Dist - Ahmednagar.

2. Bhagwat Doiphode,
the then Competent Authority & 
Sub Divisional Officer, Sangamner Division,  
presently Residential Deputy Collector, 
Collector Office, Nashik, Dist. Nashik.

3. Shashikant S/o. Ramdas Mangrule,
The Competent Authority & Sub Divisional, 
Officer, Sangamner Division, 
Sangamner, Tq. Sangamner,
Dist. Ahmednagar. 

4. Shilesh Hinge
the competent Authority and 
the Sub Divisional Officer,
Sangamner Dist. Ahmednagar ... RESPONDENTS

...
Advocate for the Petitioner : Mr. Dixit Satyajeet S.
Adv. for Respondent Nos.2 to 4: Mr. R.R. Bangar h/f. Mr B.M. Dhanure 

...

CORAM :  MANGESH S. PATIL &
 SHAILESH P. BRAHME, JJ.

DATE :  27.02.2024
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PER COURT:    

By the  order  passed  in  writ  petition  No.1560/2017 dated

13.03.2018, wherein, the petitioner was claiming that in fact, more land

was acquired than 13 Are and he was paid only compensation to that

extent.  The dispute  is  regarding  the  extent  of  land acquired  for  the

purpose of National Highway.  The respondent - Land Acquisition Officer

was directed to consider the record, undertake a joint measurement and

to decide the petitioner’s grievance.

2. The  learned  advocate  for  the  respondent  -  competent

authority places  before us  a  copy of  the order  passed on 22.02.2024,

wherein,  he  has  considered  the  petitioner’s  grievance  and passed  the

order.

3. Needless  to  state  that  the  petitioner  would  have  his  own

remedies of objecting to and challenging this order.  Since the decision

has been taken pursuant to the direction of the Court, nothing survives.

The contempt petition is disposed of.  

  (SHAILESH P. BRAHME, J.)                   (MANGESH S. PATIL, J.)

habeeb
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