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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 3268 OF 2025

Jitendra Parmar … Petitioner

Versus

The State of Maharashtra

Through Government Pleader & Ors. … Respondents

****

Mr. Rohaan Cama a/w Mr. Prerak Choudhary i/b Mr. Prerak Choudhary,

Advocates the Petitioner.

Mr. Chetan Kapadia, Senior Counsel a/w Mr. Manik Joshi, Mr. Mantul

Bajpai i/b Crawford Bayley and Co., Advocates for Respondent No.2.

Dr.  Sanjay  Jain  a/w  Ms.  Vidhisha  Rohira,  Ms.  Minal  Chandani  i/b

Jaiwant Chandani & Associates for Respondent No.6.

Ms. Lavina Kripalani, AGP for Respondent Nos. 1 & 5.

Mr. Mihir Desai a/w Mr. Arif Siddiqui, Ms. Rabiya B., Ms. Essa Shaikh,

Ms. Farheen Sheikh, Advocates for Respondent Nos. 7, 8, 9.

Mr.  S.  V.  Tondwalkar  i/b  Ms.  Komal  Punjabi,  Ms.  Rupali  Adhate,

Advocates for BMC.

Mr. S. K. Bandgar-ADFO-BMC is present.

Mr. R. P. Shinde SE(BP)H/W-S is present.

****

CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE AND

ASHWIN D. BHOBE,  JJ.

    DATE : 15th  SEPTEMBER, 2025

P.C. :

1. The  learned  Senior  Advocates  along  with  the  learned

Advocates appearing for the respective sides, are united in submitting

that the dispute between the Petitioner and Respondent No.6 with regard

to the utilization of a property in a commercial establishment, which is a
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multistoried building, would not fall within the realm of the Maharashtra

State Minorities Commission.

2. The  complaints  filed  by  the  Petitioner  and  Respondent

No.6,  against  each  other,  with  Respondent  No.2  Maharashtra  State

Minorities Commission, are voluntarily withdrawn by the parties. They

agree that for the dispute voiced in the Writ Petition with regard to the

property matters falling within the realm of the Corporation, they would

not be approaching Respondent No.2.

3. In view of the above, this Petition is disposed off with the

observations,  that  all  other  disputes  between  the  Petitioner  and

Respondent No.6,  which are pending before different  Fora,  would be

pursued by the said parties. All contentions are kept open.

(ASHWIN D. BHOBE, J.)                  (RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)
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