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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CIVIL APPLICATION NO.1839 OF 2026
IN

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION NO.98 OF 2021

Shree Saibaba Sansthan Shirdi Through its Administrative Officer

Sandipkumar s/o Pundalikrao Bhosale

Versus

The State of Maharashtra Through the Principal Secretary

...
Mr. A. S. Bajaj, Advocate for the applicant.

Mr. Ajinkya Kale, Advocate i/b Talekar and Associates for petitioner in

PIL/98/2021.

Mr. S. K. Tambe, AGP for respondent/State.

 
      CORAM   :   SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI &

                HITEN S. VENEGAVKAR, JJ.

          DATE   :   18 FEBRUARY 2026

ORDER :

. Present application has been filed for following relief :-

“B) The  Applicant  may  kindly  be  permitted  to

implement the Circulatory Resolution dated 29.12.2025

passed by Ad-hoc Committee for extension of the earlier

Security Contractors on the same rates till 30.06.2026.”

2. Heard learned Advocate Mr. A. S. Bajaj for the applicant, learned

AGP  Mr.  S.  K.  Tambe  for  respondent/State  and  learned  Advocate

Mr.  Ajinkya  Kale  instructed  by  Talekar  and  Associates  for  original
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petitioner in PIL.

3. The  learned  Advocate  for  the  applicant  is  pointing  out  various

orders passed earlier by this Court and now, he says that the contract of

providing security guards of the temple has expired and, therefore, the

applicant  intends  to  extend  the  period  of  present  contractor  from

01.01.2026 to 30.06.2026. 

4. We have seen the earlier orders. We are also taking note of the fact

that  Public  Interest  Litigation  No.15 of  2020 is  pending in  respect  of

deployment  of  CISF  for  the  security  of  the  temple.  In  the  past  it  is

observed  that  whatever  the  contracts  would  be  given  before  the

conclusion of the said PIL would be subject to the outcome of the said

PIL, if the contract period is going beyond.  Certainly, such decision in PIL

No.15 of 2020 would be binding on the contractor, but as on today, the

matter is still pending.  The security has to be deployed at the temple

and, therefore, we permit the Ad-hoc Committee to extend the period of

the Security Contractors on the same rates till 30.06.2026.

5. In view of the above, the present Civil Application disposed of.

[ HITEN S. VENEGAVKAR ]      [ SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI ]
            JUDGE             JUDGE
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