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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 12395 OF 2025

SANTRAM SHRIPATI CHOKHAT AND ANOTHER
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA 
THROUGH ITS DISTRICT COLLECTOR AND OTHERS

…

• Mr. V. S. Undre, Advocate for the Petitioners
• Mr. S. P. Sonpawale, AGP for Respondents/State

…

CORAM  : SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI 
AND 
HITEN S. VENEGAVKAR, JJ.

DATED  : OCTOBER 14, 2025

PER COURT :

1. The present petition has been filed seeking following reliefs:-

“A] By issuing the writ of mandamus or any other writ in the like

nature, this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to quash and

set  aside  the  impugned  Communication/  Order  dated

23.07.2025 bearing NO. Outward NO. 2025/Mahsul/Jama/Kavi-

162  issued  by  the  Tahsildar,  Manwat,  Tal.  Manwat,  Dist.

Parbhani.

B] By issuing the writ of mandamus or any other writ in the like

nature, this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to direct that,

the Tahsildar Manwat shall hear the petitioners’ objections and

decide the objection application dated 12.08.2025 filed by the

petitioners  before  the  Tahsildar  Manwat,  Tal.  Manwat,  Dist.

Parbhani.
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C) Pending  hearing  and  final  disposal  of  this  writ  petition,  this

Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to grant stay to the effect,

implementation and execution of Communication/Order dated

23.07.2025  bearing  NO.  Outward  NO.  2025/Mahsul/Jama/

Kavi-162 issued by the Tahsildar,  Manwat,  Tal.  Manwat, Dist.

Parbhani..”

2. After hearing the learned advocate for the petitioner, it appears

that the appeal, challenging the decree passed against the petitioners,

is pending before the learned District Court, Parbhani. 

3. Under such circumstance, when it is continuation of suit and

sub judice before the Court of law, this Court cannot entertain the

petition under its  substantial  /  extraordinary  powers under article

226 or 227 of the Constitution.

4. The  learned  advocate  for  the  petitioner  seeks  leave  to

withdraw the writ petition.

5. Leave is granted.

6. The writ petition is disposed of as withdrawn.

( HITEN S. VENEGAVKAR, J. )        ( SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI, J. )
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