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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION  NO. 1091  OF  2026
Madhukar Sahebrao Deshmukh  

Vs. 
State of Maharashtra, Forest Settlement Officer, Amravati 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Office notes, Office Memoranda of
Coram, appearances, Court's orders  Court's or Judge's Orders.
or directions and Registrar's orders.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Mr. Ganesh Deshmukh, Advocate for petitioner.
Mr. S.C. Joshi, AGP for respondent/State. 

  CORAM  :  PRAFULLA S. KHUBALKAR, J. 

  DATE    :  09.02.2026

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner. 

2. The  petitioner’s  challenge  is  to  order  dated

09.12.2025 passed by respondent No.1, thereby rejecting

the petitioner’s  application purported to have been filed

under Order VII Rule 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure.

The said application was filed in the proceedings under

the Indian Forest Act.  

3. By  order  dated  06.02.2026,  this  Court  has

directed  the  petitioner  to  place  on  record  a  copy  of

application purported to have been filed under Order VII

Rule 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure and the document

with respect to the proceedings under the Indian Forest

Act, in which, the said application under Order VII Rule

11 of the Code of Civil Procedure was filed.  In response to

the said order, the petitioner has not filed on record the

said documents by any application, nor the documents are
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placed  along  with  any  affidavit  or  pursis.   Only  loose

papers are tried to be handed over to the Court, which is

an application and copy of  order  sheet,  unaccompanied

with any documents showing the conduct of proceedings

under the Indian Forest Act. 

4. On perusal of the memorandum of petition as

it is filed, it is clear that the pleadings are as vague, as it

could be.  The petitioner has not  mentioned any factual

aspects, neither any legal grounds are raised in support of

the  contentions.   The  petitioner  has,  thus,  failed  to

demonstrate any case for rejection of plaint under Order

VII  Rule  11  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure.  The  only

document placed on record along with the petition is the

impugned order  dated  09.12.2025 passed  by  the  Forest

Settlement  Officer,  Amravati,  which  reveals  that  by

considering  the  provision  of  Order  VII  Rule  11  of  the

Code of Civil Procedure, the Authority has categorically

observed that the said provision is  not applicable to the

said proceedings. The petitioner has failed to demonstrate

as  to  how  the  proceedings  are  liable  to  be

dismissed/rejected under Order VII Rule 11 of the Code of

Civil Procedure.  The documents handed over today also

do not contain any documents to show which proceedings

are  initiated  and  thus,  the  petitioner  has  not  rendered

proper  assistance  to  the  Court  to  understand  the

controversy. Arguments are tried to be advanced only on
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the  basis  of  the  impugned  order,  which  are  not  at  all

convincing. 

5. The  petitioner  has  failed  to  raise  any

substantial  ground to demonstrate  any  perversity  in the

impugned  order.  Hence,  the  petition  is  not  entertained

and it is dismissed.  No order as to costs. 

                                                   (Prafulla S. Khubalkar, J.)
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