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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 6814 OF 2011

Sunil Rangnath Balvante and others ..    Petitioners

Versus

The State of Maharashtra and others ..    Respondents

Shri Abhijit G. Choudhari, Advocate for Petitioners.

Shri K. N. Lokhande, A.G.P. for Respondent Nos. 1 to 3.

Shri Girish K. Thigale (Naik), Advocate for Respondent Nos. 4 to 

6.

WITH

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 499 OF 2014

IN

WRIT PETITION NO. 6814 OF 2011

Sunil Rangnath Balvante and others ..    Petitioners

Versus

The State of Maharashtra and others ..    Respondents

Shri Abhijit G. Choudhari, Advocate h/f Shri D. J. Choudhari, 

Advocate for Petitioners.

Shri K. N. Lokhande, A.G.P. for Respondent Nos. 1 to 3.

Shri Girish K. Thigale (Naik), Advocate for Respondent Nos. 4 to 

6.

CORAM : S. V. GANGAPURWALA AND

SUNIL K. KOTWAL, JJ.

    DATE : 13TH AUGUST, 2018.

FINAL ORDER :

.   It is submitted that, grievance of the petitioner No. 1 does
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not subsist.

2. On the last date a statement was made by Mr. Thigale that

proposal of petitioner Nos. 2 and 3 for grant of trained graduate

teachers pay scale is forwarded to the respondent No. 2.  

3. The  learned  A.  G.  P.  submits  that,  the  Superintendent

Class II Secondary Education Department, Zilla Parishad, Beed

Mr.  Khatavkar  R.  H.  is  present  in  the  Court  and  upon  his

instructions states that the proposals are received by his office

and the said proposals would be decided within a period of three

(03) weeks.  The said statement is accepted as an undertaking to

this Court.

4. In  view  of  the  statement  made,  nothing  survives  for

adjudication in the present writ petition.  Needless to state, if

petitioners are aggrieved by any order passed on the proposal,

then  the  petitioners  would  have  liberty  to  assail  the  same

accordingly.

5. Considering the peculiar facts of the case, the petitioners

may  represent  themselves  before  the  authority.   With  these

observations, the writ petition is disposed of.  No costs.
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6. In  view  of  disposal  of  the  writ  petition,  the  contempt

petition is also disposed of.  No costs.

  [SUNIL K. KOTWAL, J.]           [S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J.]
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