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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

25. WRIT PETITION NO.10095 OF 2025

Mahadev Dynanu Patil .. Petitioner
Versus
Kolhapur Municipal Transport and Ors. .. Respondents

26. WRIT PETTITION NO.10096 OF 2025

Dattatry Shamrao Naik .. Petitioner
Versus
Kolhapur Municipal Transport .. Respondent

27. WRIT PETITION NO.10099 OF 2025

Prakash Annappa Gurav .. Petitioner
Versus
Kolhapur Municipal Transport .. Respondent

28. WRIT PETITION NO.10100 OF 2025

Raghunath Pandurang Biranje .. Petitioner
Versus
Kolhapur Municipal Transport and Ors. .. Respondents

e MrRajvardhan Rane a/w Mr. Mayuresh Nagle, Advocate for
Petitioner in all Petitions.

e Ms. Ketki Patil a/w Mr. Abhijit Adagule, Advocates for Respondent
in all Petitions.

CORAM : MILIND N. JADHAV, J.
DATE : JULY 28, 2025

P C.:

1. Heard Mr.Rane, learned Advocate for Petitioners and

Ms.Patil, learned Advocate for Respondent.
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2. Today above four Petitions are listed on board which are
filed by employees.
3. Mr. Rane would submit that apart from above four

Petitions there are nine other Petitions which have been filed by
similarly placed employees of Respondent — Corporation. He would
submit that these nine Petitions are listed on board on 18™ September,

2025.

4, Ms. Patil, learned Advocate for Respondent — Kolhapur
Municipal Transport namely the principal contesting Respondent states
that challenge in the present Petitions affect the Corporation. She
would submit that Corporation has filed 20 Writ Petitions to challenge

said order as far back as in the year 2020.

5. Both the learned Advocates state that the employees have
challenged impugned order dated 23.09.2023 passed in recovery
application whereas Kolhapur Municipal Transport has challenged the

original impugned award dated 30.07.2019.

6. Both the learned Advocates would persuade the Court to
list all matters together for the simple reason that most of the
employees are near their retirement age and some of them have even

retired.
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7. Mr. Rane would submit that if all matters are listed early
it would be beneficial to the cause of the employees. Considering the
joint request made by Mr. Rane as also Ms. Patil for listing all petitions
together I propose to list following Petitions for hearing by consent on

5™ August, 2025:-

A. Petitions filed by Employees
St.No. Writ Petition No.
9157/2025
9161/2025
9175/2025
9178/2025
9179/2025
9180/2025
9191/2025
9176/2025
9177/2025
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B. Petitions filed by Corporation
Sr. No. Writ Petition (St)No.
3171/2020
3172/2020
3189/2020
3231/2020
3283/2020
3282/2020
3285/2020
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9. 3293/2020
10. 3452/2020
11. 3453/2020
12. 345472020
13. 3455/2020
14. 345772020
15. 3612/2020
16. 3613/2020
17. 3617/2020
18. 3618/2020
19. 3619/2020
20. 3620/2020
8. Above Writ Petitions shall be listed alongwith present four

Writ Petitions in seriatim on next adjourned date.

9. Stand over to 5™ August, 2025. To be placed on the

‘Supplementary Board’.

[ MILIND N. JADHAV, J. ]
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