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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1286 OF 2025

Sikandar Budhan Shaikh

Age: 63 years, Occu.: Social Work,

R/o. Ranjangaon (Sh.P), Tq. Aurangabad,

District Aurangabad. .. Petitioner

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra
Through its Secretary, Home Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai.

2. The Superintendent of Police,
Aurangabad Gramin,
District Aurangabad.

3. Police Inspector,
Gangapur Police Station,
District Aurangabad.

4. Joint Sub Registrar Gangapur,
District Aurangabad.

5. Deputy Inspector General of Registry
and Deputy Controller of Stamps
Aurangabad, District Aurangabad.

6. The District Collector,
Aurangabad, District Aurangabad. .. Respondents

Mr. Mahesh K. Bhosale, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mrs. P. R. Bharaswadkar, APP for the respondents/State.

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

DATE : 18 SEPTEMBER 2025
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ORDER (Per Smt. Vibha Kankanwadi, J.) :-

Present petition has been filed for following reliefs :-

“A] By issuing appropriate writ, order, direction or any
other appropriate order in the nature of writ, Hon’ble High
Court may be pleased to direct respondent Nos.1 to 4 to
conduct a detailed and time-bound investigation into the
irregularities, illegalities mentioned in present petition and in

the Petitioner’s representation dated 22.07.2025.

B] By issuing appropriate writ, order, direction or any
other appropriate order of writ, Hon’ble High Court may be
pleased to direct respondents to take disciplinary and
criminal action against accused persons and found involved
in manipulation of forged documents as alleged in present
petition.

C] By issuing appropriate writ, order, direction or any
other appropriate order of writ, Hon’ble High Court may be
pleased to direct respondent police to conduct investigate
and register FIR as per the allegations made in

representations dated 22.07.2025 against all accused.

D] By issuing appropriate writ, order, direction or any
other appropriate order of writ, Hon’ble High Court may be
pleased to direct respondents to decide representations
dated 22.07.2025.”

2. Heard learned Advocate for the petitioner. It will not be out of place
to mention here that after hearing learned Advocate for the petitioner we

asked the learned Advocate to take instructions from the petitioner as to
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whether he is ready to deposit amount of Rs.5,00,000/- for showing his
bona fides and, thereafter, upon instructions, he submitted that the

petitioner is not ready.

3. The petitioner claims to be a social worker and want investigation
to be carried out in respect of alleged illegal registration of sale deed
dated 02.07.2025, which according to him is made with the help of
forged documents. Except the bare statement, there is nothing that has
been annexed to show that the said sale deed is based on forged
documents. The petitioner is not party to the said sale deed nor the
beneficiary thereof in any manner. The petitioner contends that the 7/12
extract that has been prepared is to portray the land to be non irrigated
by deleting the existing well and according to the petitioner then this is
with an intention to cheat the Government for stamp duty to the extent of
50%. Now, along with the present petition, there is no such document
produced to show that such well is in existence. Without there being any
documentary evidence to support, the petitioner is seeking directions to
respondent Nos.1 to 4 to conduct detailed and time bound investigation
into the irregularities and illegalities, disciplinary as well as criminal
action against the accused persons, to direct registration of the FIR and
investigation by the police. The petition appears to have been filed for
some ultimate motive and, therefore, we do not take this to be a fit case

where we should exercise our constitutional powers under Article 226 of
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the Constitution of India.

4, The Writ Petition stands dismissed.

[ HITEN S. VENEGAVKAR ] [ SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI ]
JUDGE JUDGE

scm
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