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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO. 12978 OF 2025 

Vineet Kumar and anr. …. Petitioners
v/s.

The Deputy Registrar, Co-op. Societies,
Navi Mumbai and Ors. ….  Respondents

________________________________

Mr. Atul Damle, Sr. Advocate a/w. Mr. Abhishek Adke and Ms. Deepali
Joshi for the Petitioners. 
Smt. Reena Salunkhe, AGP for the Respondent – State. 
Adv. Ujjwalkumar Chavan and Ms. Sana Shaikh i/b. Bright Legal for
Respondent No.2. 
Mr. Rohit Jain for Respondent No.3.  

________________________________

CORAM:   A.S. GADKARI  AND
         SHYAM C. CHANDAK, JJ.             

DATED  :  19th JANUARY, 2026.
P. C. :-

1) By this  thoroughly  misconceived Petition,  the  Petitioners  are

challenging Show Cause Notice dated 1st August, 2025 issued under Section

78(A)(1)(b) of The Maharashtra Co-operative Societies Act, 1960, by the

Respondent No.1. 

1.1) A bare perusal of the impugned Notice clearly indicates that,

the Respondent No.1 has called upon the Petitioners to submit their written

say/explanation and to appear before it on 19th August, 2025 along with

necessary documents, to plead its case.

2) Thus, there is a remedy provided in the said Notice itself by the
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Respondent No.1 to the Petitioners. Despite the said fact and though the

Petitioners were having alternate remedy as stated in the said Notice itself,

the Petitioners have rushed to this Court by filing present Petition under

Article 226 of the Constitution of India on 19th September, 2025. It is the

reason at the inception we have stated that, present Petition is thoroughly

misconceived.

3) Mr.  Damle,  learned  Senior  Advocate  appearing  for  the

Petitioners submitted that, the concerned Authority in the Notice itself has

decided the issue of jurisdiction and has indirectly expressed his mind to

confirm the said Notice.

3.1) We are not in agreement with the submission of the learned

Senior  Advocate,  in  that  behalf.  It  prima  facie appears  to  us  that,  the

concerned Authority has reproduced the pleadings of the Applicant therein

and the reply filed by the Society.

4) In view of the above, by relegating the Petitioners to avail the

said alternate remedy, Petition is disposed off.   

      (SHYAM C. CHANDAK, J.)                    (A.S. GADKARI, J.)   

        

                                                                                                                                      2/2

PREETI
HEERO
JAYANI

Digitally signed
by PREETI
HEERO JAYANI
Date: 2026.01.29
14:41:17 +0530


