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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION NO. 63 OF 2025

Bashid Shafik Chikhalekar .. Petitioner 

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents     

Mr. Akshay Patil a/w Mr. Suraj N. Naik i/by R. D. Suryawanshi

for petitioner. 

Mrs. S. D. Vyas, Addl. Govt. Pleader with Mr. S. P. Kamble,

AGP for respondent nos.1 to 9.

Mr.  Abhishek  Samant  a/w  Pranali  Rawool  and  Paresh

Chandiramani for respondent no.10.

CORAM: ALOK ARADHE, CJ.  &

SANDEEP V. MARNE, J.

DATE: 25th JUNE, 2025

P.C.:

1. Heard on the question of admission.

2. In this petition which  has been filed as Public Interest

Litigation,  the  petitioner  has  challenged  the  validity  of  the

order dated 12th June, 2024 by which land admeasuring 2.33

Hectare  situate  at  village  Bhoirgaon,  Taluka  -  Bhiwandi,

District  –  Thane has been allotted to respondent no.10 for

construction of warehouses. Learned counsel for the petitioner

submits  that  the  land  to  the  respondent  no.10  has  been

allotted without any advertisement and on a throwaway price.

3. Issue notice to the respondents.

1

PRAVIN
DASHARATH
PANDIT

Digitally signed
by PRAVIN
DASHARATH
PANDIT
Date:
2025.06.25
18:51:18
+0530



6-pil-63-2025.doc

4. Learned  Additional  Government  Pleader  appears  for

respondent  nos.1  to  9  and  waives  service  of  notice.  Mr.

Samant, learned counsel, appears for respondent no.10 and

waives service of notice.  Learned counsel for the respondents

pray for and are granted four weeks’ time to enable them to

file affidavits-in-reply.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner invited the attention

of this Court to prayer clause (G) and submits that respondent

no.10 be restrained from carrying out any construction.

6. In response to the aforesaid submission, learned counsel

for the respondent no.10 submits that presently respondent

no.10 has not commenced the construction work.

7. The aforesaid submission is placed on record.

8. Let construction be not commenced till the next date of

hearing.

8. List after four weeks. 

(SANDEEP V. MARNE, J.)                     (CHIEF JUSTICE)
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