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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 11359 OF 2024

Anil Anna Markad .. Petitioner
Versus
Baba Dada Markad & Ors. .. Respondents

e Mr. Dhananjay K. Bhosale i/by Mr. N.V. Gaikwad, Advocates for
Petitioner

e Mr. Abhishek Roy i/by Mr. Abhijit P Kulkarni, Advocates for
Respondent Nos. 1 to 3

e Ms. Snehal S. Jadhav, AGP for Respondent Nos. 36 to 39

CORAM : MILIND N. JADHAV, J.
DATE : FEBRUARY 17, 2026

1. Heard Mr. Bhosale, learned Advocate for Petitioner; Mr. Roy,
learned Advocate for Respondent Nos. 1 to 3 and Ms. Jadhav, learned

AGP for State.

2. On 20.08.2024, this Court (Coram : R.M. Joshi, J.) passed the

following order:-

"1. Heard.

2. Learned counsel for the Petitioner submits that the District
Superintendent of Land Record, Pune by order dated 8th June, 2023 has
practically permitted reopening of the consolidation scheme which was
implemented in the year 1971 — 1972. According to him, order passed by
said authority practically permits reopening of the consolidation scheme,
after lapse of 45 years. It is his submissions that the said authority has failed
to take into consideration, the judgments of this Court as well as Hon’ble
Supreme Court wherein the reasonable period for challenge to the scheme
is held to be three years. It is his submission that though in ignorance of
the law laid down by this Court such order is passed, in appeal the Deputy
Director of Land Record has refused to grant stay to the said order.
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3. Having regard to the nature of order passed by the District
Superintendent of Land Record, prima facie this Court finds substance in
the contention of the counsel for the Petitioner that the said order may
amount to reopening of the consolidation scheme after more than 45 years.
The second Appellate Authority has failed to take into considerations this
aspect and has refused to stay the said order passed by the Deputy
Superintendent of Land Record. The Petitioner therefore has made out the
prima facie case for stay of the said order dated 8th June, 2023 passed by
the District Superintendent of Land Record. Hence, till next date of hearing
this order shall stand stayed.

4. Issue notice to the Respondents, returnable on 11th September;
2024. In addition to the usual mode of service, private service is allowed.

5. Learned AGP waives service on behalf of the Respondent Nos.36 to
38."
3. Admittedly when record of the present case is perused, it is seen

that by virtue of the proceedings adopted before the District
Superintendent of Land Records (for short "DSLR", private
Respondents have attempted to reopen the duly settled consolidation
scheme after more than 45 years on it having been settled. Admittedly
consolidation scheme was not only settled but duly implemented in
the year 1971-72. If at all private Respondents had any grievance,
they ought to have knocked the doors of the Civil Court. Humongous
delay is writ large on the face of record. Not only the DSLR but even
Second Appellate Authority i.e. DDLR has refused to grant stay

requiring this Court to step in and pass the present order.

4. Today when the matter is called out, Respondent Nos. 1 to 3 are
represented by Mr. Roy. He would persuade the Court to adjourn the
matter since Mr. Abhijit Kulkarni, practicing Advocate at the Bar is in

personal difficulty.
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5. Respondents shall apprise the Court accordingly on the next

adjourned date after which the Petition shall be disposed of.

6. Adhering to the request made by Mr. Roy, matter is adjourned to

24th February, 2026 under the caption "First on Board".

[ MILIND N. JADHAV, J. ]
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