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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO.17931 OF 2024

Ravindra Umakant Pingale
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.3623 OF 2025

Santosh Kantaram Ghume
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.3625 OF 2025

Nitin Rambhau Dhamdhere
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.3627 OF 2025

Pandharinath Vasant Dhamdhere
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.3626 OF 2025

Santosh Parshuram Bhujbal
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.3624 OF 2025

Sangram Dilip Konde
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

Petitioner

Respondents

Petitioner

Respondents

Petitioner

Respondents

Petitioner

Respondents

Petitioner

Respondents

Petitioner

Respondents
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ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION (ST) NO.6637 OF 2025
Ramdas Shivaji Bhujbal . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.7946 OF 2024
Sahadu Ganpat Bhujbal . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.19265 OF 2024
Ganpat Genuji Bhujbal . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.19458 OF 2024
Dnyaneshwar Maruti Wadghule . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.18407 OF 2024
Dattatray Rangnath Bhujbal . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.18350 OF 2024
Ramrao Baburao Dhamdhere . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents

ALONG WITH
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WRIT PETITION NO.18114 OF 2024

Ramakant Shankar Pingale . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.19249 OF 2024
Shivaji Keru Yadav . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.200 OF 2025
Sambhaji Dadabhau Ransing . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents
ALONG WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.201 OF 2025
Nutandevi Virdhavalsinh Dhamdhere . Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents

Mr. Sachin H. Deokar for the petitioner in all petitions.
Mr. R. S. Pawar, A.G.P for the State in WP/17931/24, 3623/25/,
3625/25, 3627/25, 18407/24 and 18350/24.

Ms. V. R. Raje, AGP for the State in WP/3626/25, 3624/25, 7946/24,
19265/24, 19458/24, 18114/24 and WPST/6637/25.

CORAM : M.S. Sonak &
Jitendra Jain, JJ.
DATE : 4% April 2025

PC.(M. S. Sonak, J.):-

1. Heard learned counsel for the parties.

2. Rule in each of these petitions. The rule is made returnable



ppn 4 913.wp-17931.24 & ors.docx

immediately at the request and by the consent of the learned counsel for
the parties.

3. Learned counsel for the parties submit that a common judgment
and order can dispose of these petitions because the issues of facts and
law raised therein are common and similar. They request that Writ
Petition No. 17931 of 2024 be treated as the lead matter.

4. The petitioner claims to own the lands described in paragraph 3 of
the lead petition.

In the mutation records i.e. 7/12 extracts, there is a remark shown in the
other rights column “reserved for the purpose of benefited zone for the
Gunjavani project”.

5. The petitioner complains that because of this entry in the survey
records, the petitioner is facing considerable difficulties enjoying the
subject land. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that no
acquisition proceedings were initiated. In these circumstances, making
the above entry and continuing it indefinitely amount to arbitrariness
and interference with the petitioner’s rights without the authority of law.
6. Learned counsel for the petitioner has enclosed several decisions
and orders made by this Court from pages 83 to 216 of this petition
showing how this Court, in similar circumstances, has granted relief and
directed the deletion of such entries. Learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that a similar order may be passed in the present petition as
well.

7. Mr. Pawar, while not disputing the applicability of several orders
made by this court in similar circumstances, submits that the petitioner
should have approached the mutation authorities and pointed out the
decisions of this Court and only if mutation authorities did not make

deletions, approach this Court.
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8. In gross facts of the present case, we refuse to uphold the
objections on behalf of the State requiring the petitioner to approach the
mutation authorities.

The petitioner's case is covered by several decisions rendered by this
Court in similar circumstances.

9. In particular, the learned counsel for the petitioner has referred to
this Court’s order dated 19 September 2024, disposing of Writ Petition
No. 1181 of 2024 and connected petitions. The operative portion of this

order in paragraph 9 reads as under: -

“l. The respondents are directed to take appropriate action within a period of 10
weeks from today to delete the entries of reservation of the petitioners' lands for
the concerned project as reflected in the revenue record, in respect of each of the
petitioners' lands of the description as made in the prayers of each of these Writ
Petitions.

ii. The compliance of this be forwarded to the petitioners by a letter to be
addressed by the Competent Authority.

iii. We observe that we have not examined any other contentions of the parties
except what has been observed hereinabove.

iv. We also keep open all rights and contentions of the State Government, in the
event any of these lands are required for any public purpose, in such event the
lands be acquired in accordance with law.”
10. Accordingly, we dispose of all these petitions by adopting the
reasoning in several orders enclosed with this petition, including the
order dated 19 September 2024, which disposes of Writ Petition No.
1181 of 2024 and connected petitions. All these petitions are disposed of
by issuing the following directions: -
(i) The respondents are directed to take appropriate action within 10
weeks from today to delete the entries of reservation of the petitioners'
lands for the concerned project as reflected in the revenue record, in
respect of each of the petitioners' lands of the description as made in the

prayers of each of these Writ Petitions.
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(i) Compliance with this will be forwarded to the petitioners by a letter

addressed by the Competent Authority.

(iii) We observe that we have not examined any other contentions of the

parties except what has been observed hereinabove.

(iv) We also keep open all rights and contentions of the State
Government in the event any of these lands are required for any public
purpose; in such event, the lands be acquired in accordance with the

law.
11. The Rule is made absolute in the above terms without any order

for costs.

12.  All concerned must act on an authenticated copy of this order.

(Jitendra Jain, J.) (M. S. Sonak,J.)



