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 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

  BENCH AT AURANGABAD

941 WRIT PETITION NO. 7692 OF 2025

Bhagwan Santoba Nandure
VERSUS

The State Of Maharashtra Through Its Secretory And Others
...

Mr. Sadaphule Rajendra Sampatrao, Advocate for the Petitioner-Absent
Mr. R. K. Ingole, AGP for Respondents State

.....

CORAM :  MANISH PITALE   &
 Y. G. KHOBRAGADE, JJ.

DATE :  2nd July, 2025

P. C. : 

. None appeared for the petitioner.

2. We have perused the petition and documents filed therewith.

The principal prayer in this petition is for a direction to obey an order

dated  30.01.2018,  passed  by  National  Commission  for  Scheduled

Castes, State Office, Pune  to take entry of the name of the petitioner in

respect of specific land allotted in District Parbhani and ancillary prayer

is for action against responsible persons under the  Schedule Castes and

Scheduled Tribes  (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989.

3. In the first place, document dated 30.01.2018, issued by the

National  Commission  for  Scheduled  Castes,  appears  to  be

recommendatory in nature and it requests the Collector to inform the

Commission about the  steps taken with regard to the prayer made by

the petitioner for taking entries in respect of the said land.   There is no

Page 1 of 2

2025:BHC-AUG:17069-DB



                                                                                              941wp7692-25

question  of  such  an  order  becoming  the  basis  for  exercising  writ

jurisdiction or issuing any direction against the respondents.   

4. Even if, the petitioner believes that appropriate action needs

to  be  taken under  the  provisions  of  Schedule  Castes  and Scheduled

Tribes  (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989, against certain individuals,

the petitioner  would certainly be at liberty to take necessary steps in

the  matter.   Both  prayers  made  in  the  present  writ  petition  are

misconceived and hence, there is no substance in the present petition.

5. In view of the above, present writ petition is dismissed.

( Y. G. KHOBRAGADE, J. )                             ( MANISH PITALE, J. )

JPChavan  
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