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Jvs. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 1384 OF 2025 

 

 

Middle Income Group III CHS Limited } Petitioner 

  Versus 

Government of India & Ors.   } Respondents 

 

 

Mr. Priyank Daga i/b. Ms. Anushka Agarwal 

Daga for petitioner. 

Mr. O. A. Chandurkar, Additional Government 

Pleader with Ms. Tejas J. Kapre, AGP for 

respondents 2 & 3. 

Mr. Akshay R. Kapadia for respondents 5 & 6. 

 

CORAM: ALOK ARADHE, CJ. & 

 BHARATI DANGRE, J. 

 

  DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2025 

 

 

PC: 

1. In this petition, the petitioner, which is a co-operative 

society registered under the provisions of the Maharashtra Co-

operative Societies Act, 1960 (hereinafter referred to as “the Act 

of 1960”) seeks a direction to the Division Joint Registrar to 

decide the revision application preferred by the petitioner under 

section 154 of the Act of 1960. 

2. The learned Additional Government Pleader, on 

instructions, submits that in view of the Circular dated 8th 

October 2022, the Joint Registrar is the competent authority to 

decide the revision application preferred by the petitioner. 
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3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

Divisional Joint Registrar be directed to transmit the revision 

application pending before him to the Joint Registrar and the 

Joint Registrar be directed to decide the application for stay as 

well as the revision application in a time bound manner. 

4. Learned Additional Government Pleader submits that the 

application for stay and the revision application preferred by the 

petitioner shall be decided within such time as may be directed 

by this Court. 

5. In view of the aforesaid submission, the petition is 

disposed of with a direction to the Divisional Joint Registrar to 

transmit the proceedings in Revision Application No. 256 of 

2024 to the Joint Registrar within a period of one week from 

today. 

6. The Joint Registrar shall proceed to decide the application 

for stay preferred by the petitioner after hearing the parties and 

shall make an endeavour to decide the revision application 

preferred by the petitioner expeditiously in accordance with law. 

7. With the aforesaid directions, the writ petition is disposed 

of. 

8. It is made clear that this Court has not expressed any 

opinion on merits of the case. 

(BHARATI DANGRE, J.)                          (CHIEF JUSTICE) 
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