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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

FIRST APPEAL NO. 672 OF 2014

APPELLANTS/Ori. Defendants : 1. The State of Maharashtra,
(OnRA) through Collector, Nagpur,
Distt. Nagpur

2. The Executive Engineer,
Special Land Acquisition
Officer, Irrigation
Department at Katol, District

Nagpur
//[NERSUS//
RESPONDENTS/ Ori. : 1. Shri Avinash s/o Gulabdeo
Applicants Bhaiswar
gon Rc.iA.) » Coures Oud Aged 48 years, Occupation:
Amendmen:caied outas per Cours Onder ey o a ool

Near Nabira College, Ward
No. 7, Dhantoli, Katol,
Tahsil Katol, District Nagpur

2. Vidarbha Irrigation
Development Corporation
through its Executive
Engineer (Chikhali Nala
Project) Medium Project
Division having its Office at
Plot No.11, Irrigation
Colony, Civil Lines, Nagpur
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Ms Prachi Joshi, AGP for appellants/State.
Mr. N.A. Gaikwad, Advocate for respondent No.1.
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CORAM : G. A. SANAP, J.
DATE : 10" APRIL, 2024
ORAL JUDGMENT
1. Heard learned Advocates for the parties.
2. Learned Advocate for respondent No.1 submits that

the appeal filed against the impugned judgment and order by
Vidarbha Irrigation Development Corporation-respondent
No.2 herein namely First Appeal No.1001/2013 (Vidarbha
Irrigation Development Corporation, through its Executive
Engineer Vs. Hiralal s/o Gulabdeo Bhaiswar and ors.) with
Cross Objection No.23 of 2021 in First Appeal No.1001 of
2013 (Hiralal s/o Gulabrao Bhaiswar and ors. Vs. Vidarbha
Irrigation Development Corporation, through its Executive

Engineer and ors. ) has been dismissed.

3. Learned Advocates for the parties therefore, submits

that this appeal is covered by the decision in First Appeal



manisha

11 A fa 672.14.jud..odt
3/3

No0.1001/2013, therefore, this appeal may be disposed of.

4. It is seen that appeal filed against the same judgment
and award has been dismissed by the Coordinate Bench of this
Court. In view of this, nothing survives in this appeal. This

appeal is accordingly, dismissed.

5. The first appeal stands disposed of. No order as to

costs. Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.
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