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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

NAGPUR BENCH, AT NAGPUR.

Writ Petition No. 197 of 2025

[Surekha W/o Suresh Raje ..vs.. The Additional Collector, Buldhana

and ors.]

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions

and Registrar's orders

Mr. R. L Khapare Senior Advocate assisted by Mr. V. A. Lohia, Advocate for
the petitioner

Mr. A. G. Mate, AGP for respondent nos. 1 and 11

Mr. S. M. Awachar, Advocate for respondent no. 2

Mr. P B. Patil, Advocate for respondent no. 3

Mr. Sharad Thakare, Advocate for respondent nos. 4 to 6 and 8 to 10

Mr. P L. Sagdeo, Advocate for respondent no. 7

CORAM : ANIL L. PANSARE J.

DATED : 10-07-2025

Having heard for some time, one of the crucial
issues that requires answer is whether the document viz. part of
Annexure-J, page nos. 65-E and 65-F is a document of the
meeting held in November, 2022 or is a document of the
meeting held in April, 2022. The document, as such, indicates
that the meeting was held in April, 2022 whereas respondent
no. 4, who is signatory to the document, submits that the
month  April’ has been inadvertently mentioned and the
meeting was in fact held in November, 2022. Thus, the
question is whether the meeting was at all held in April, 2022.
This document was not put forth before the respondent no. 1
though pleadings to that effect were made by the petitioner
and, therefore, it will be appropriate for respondent no. 1 to

have a re-look to the controversy.

2. In view the above, the petition is partly allowed.
Impugned order dated 30-12-2024 passed by respondent no. 1

— Additional Collector, Buldhana is quashed and set aside. The



wasnik
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enquiry is restored to the file of respondent no. 1 for

consideration afresh in accordance with law.

3. The parties shall appear before respondent no. 1 on
16-7-2025.
4. Respondent no. 1 shall decide the proceedings

within four weeks from the date of appearance of parties.

5. The status as was existing before respondent no. 1

shall stand restored as regards petitioner’s status.

(Anil L. Pansare, J.)



