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    IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

                             

WRIT PETITION NO.936 OF 2015

Sayyed Hafizoddin Sayyed Raja
Age 50 years, Occu. Service,
R/o 7/4, Model Complex,
Main Road, Mukund Nagar, 
Ahmednagar, Taluka and
District Ahmednagar ... PETITIONER

VERSUS

1. The State of Maharashtra
through the Secretary,
Department of Urban Development,
Mantralaya, Mumbai – 400 032

2. The Deputy Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,
Ahmednagar, Taluka and
District Ahmednagar.

3. Ahmednagar Municipal Corporation,
Ahmednagar, Taluka and 
District Ahmednagar,
through its Commissioner ... RESPONDENTS

.....
Shri S.S. Jadhavar, Advocate for petitioner
Shri M.B. Bharaswadkar, A.G.P. for State
Shri K.N. Lokhande, Advocate for respondent No.3

.....
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CORAM: ANOOP V. MOHTA AND
SUNIL K. KOTWAL, JJ.

DATED: 7th June, 2017.

ORAL JUDGMENT (Per Anoop V. Mohta, J.) : 

1. Rule.   Rule  made  returnable  forthwith  and  heard 

finally by consent of learned counsel appearing for the parties.

2. Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner  has 

pointed out from the affidavit filed by respondents No.2 and 3, 

whereby it is mentioned as under : 

“I  say  that,  in  view  of  the  report  the 

Commissioner by letter dated 6.5.2015 has 

appointed  Shri  Hitesh  Vispute,  Chief 

Accountant  as  Enquiry  Officer  and  Shri 

M.D. Kakde, Junior Engineer, Water Supply 

Department as Presiding Officer.”

The prayer clause (B), therefore, not pressed.

3. So  far  as  the  other  issue  with  regard  to  the 

promotion, as stated to be pending in view of the pendency of 

this petition, we are inclined to dispose of this prayer also by 

permitting the petitioner to file a representation within two weeks 

from  today  on  the  issue  of  promotion.   The  respondents 

concerned to deal with the same in accordance with law as early 
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as possible,  preferably  within four  weeks  from the date of  its 

receipt.

4. Writ Petition is accordingly disposed of.  Rule made 

absolute in above terms.  No costs. 

(SUNIL K. KOTWAL) (ANOOP V. MOHTA)
        JUDGE         JUDGE

fmp/


