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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

929 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 10220 OF 2025
IN / WITH WP/7879/2023

LODHI SOHEL AHMED KHAN
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS
Mr. S. S. Kazi, Advocate for the Applicant

Mr. S. D. Ghayal, Addl. G.P for Respondent No.1
Mr. A. M. Gaikwad, Advocate for Respondent Nos. 2 and 3

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

DATE : 19.09.2025
PER COURT :-

1. After hearing the learned counsel for the parties, we
find that, in order to decide the civil application, we may have to
make observations on the issues that arise on the merits in the

writ petition itself.

2. Learned counsel for the Applicant / Petitioner is

pressing for urgent orders in the civil application.

3. It is to be noted that the Respondent State has still not
filed an affidavit-in-reply in the Writ Petition, despite the
observations made by this Court in the order dated 11.07.2025.
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4. The learned AGP seeks a short adjournment to file reply
affidavits in the Civil Application as well as the Writ Petition, which
would throw some light on the policy of the Respondent State in
dealing with such cases where the claim of the employee of belonging
to Scheduled Tribe, is invalidated and a question arises with regard to

entitlement towards terminal benefits.

5. Reply affidavit be filed on or before 13.10.2025.

6. List this civil application along with writ petition for

further consideration on 17.10.2025, in the same category.

[ Y. G. KHOBRAGADE, J. ] [ MANISH PITALE, J. ]

SMS
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