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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

W.P. NO. 6647 OF 2018
Abhijeet Vilas Jadhav .. Petitioner
Vs.

Union of India through
Secretary, Railways and others .. Respondents

Mr. Jitendra Gaikwad Adv. for Petitioner
None for the Respondents

CORAM : SMT.V.K.TAHILRAMANI ACTING C.J.
AND M.S.SONAK, J.

DATED : JUNE 25, 2018

ORAL ORDER [PER SMT. V.K.TAHILRAMANI, AC).]:

1 This petition has been preferred against the order of
Central Administrative Tribunal, Bombay Bench at Mumbai in
O.A. No. 179 of 2015 which was preferred by the petitioner. In
the said Original Application, the petitioner had challenged the
show-cause notice dated 7.1.2015 whereby the respondents
sought to terminate the petitioner's services as well as his

appointment on the ground that his father who was working in
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the Electrical Department, is not covered under the LARGESS
Scheme. The said Original Application came to be disposed of
by order dated 6.4.2018, by observing that the Original
Application be treated by Respondents as the reply of the
applicant (present petitioner) to the show-cause notice and

pass appropriate reasoned order thereon.

2 The said show-cause notice and the above order
dated 6.4.2018 are challenged before us. However, it is an
admitted fact that the petitioner by order dated 11.6.2018 has
been terminated. In this view of the matter,now this petition is
infructous and it is disposed of as such. It would be open to the
petitioner to challenge the order of termination before the
Tribunal. It is made clear that we have not made any
comments on the merits of any of the contentions raised by the

petitioner and all the contentions are left open.

M.S.SONAK, J. ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
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