1 wp6140.14.0dt

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.6140 OF 2014

[Smt. Aruna Shailendra Renghe .vs. State of Maharashtra and others]

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

and Registrar's orders

Shri Anand Parchure, counsel for the petitioner,

Shri N.S. Rao, A.G.P. for the respondent no.1,

Shri A.C. Dharmadhikari, counsel for the respondent no.2,
Smt. Indira Bodade, counsel for the respondent no.3.

CORAM : SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK AND
A.M. BADAR, JJ.

DATED : MARCH 31, 2015.

Shri Parchure, the learned counsel for the petitioner, on
instructions from the petitioner, who is present in the Court today,
states that the petitioner is not desirous of prosecuting the writ petition
challenging the rejection of the application for voluntarily retirement,
as the petitioner is ready to face the inquiry. It is stated that a direction
may be issued to the respondent-management to complete the inquiry
as early as possible.

On the statement made by the learned counsel for the
petitioner, we dispose of the writ petition with a direction to the
respondent-management to complete the inquiry against the petitioner
and take appropriate decision within a period of three months from the
date of the constitution of the committee, as even, according to the
provisions of the Rules, the inquiry is required to be concluded within
the said period. The respondent-management should constitute the
committee within a period of two weeks. The petitioner should send

the name of her nominee within the said period.
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In view of aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed of

with no order as to costs.

JUDGE

Gulande



