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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

CIVIL APPLICATION (CAW) NO.1671 OF 2016

AND

CIVIL APPLICATION (CAW) NO.1672 OF 2016

IN

WRIT PETITION NO.48 OF 2015
(VANDANA NARAYANRAO RAGHTATE & OTH...VS..DEPTT. OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT & OTH.)

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

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

Shri V.A.Patait, Advocate for Petitioner.
Shri N.H.Joshi, A.G.P. for Respondent Nos. 1 to 3.  
Shri P.D.Meghe, Advocate for Respondent No.4.

CORAM :  Z.A.HAQ, J.

DATED  :  NOVEMBER 17, 2017.

By these applications the petitioners have prayed

that  till  the  disposal  of  writ  petition  the  respondent  be

restrained from terminating the services of the petitioners or

from taking any coercive action against them resulting in their

removal from service.  

It is not disputed by the respondent No.4 that the

petitioners  are  working  with  the  Zilla  Parishad.  The

submission  is  that  the  petitioners  are  not  appointed  by

following prescribed procedure and the posts in which they

are working are required to be filled up by regular procedure.

In  the  facts  of  the  case,  it  is  directed  that  the

respondent  No.4  shall  not  remove  the  petitioners  without

seeking prior permission of this Court.  The respondent would

be at liberty to initiate the process of regular selection, if so

advised.  

The civil applications are  disposed in the above

terms.
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