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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 9521 OF 2019

Syed Laeeq Syed Siddiqui ..    Petitioner

Versus

The State of Maharashtra and others ..    Respondents

Shri Syed Tauseef Yaseen, Advocate for the Petitioner.

Shri S. B. Pulkundwar, A.G.P. for Respondent Nos. 1 to 3.

CORAM : S. V. GANGAPURWALA AND

ANIL S. KILOR, JJ.

    DATE : 25TH SEPTEMBER, 2019.

FINAL ORDER :

. We would certainly not have entertained the writ petition

in view of the fact that the petitioner has an alternate remedy

available.   However,  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner

submits  that,  he  would  restrict  the  prayer  to  the  extent  that

respondent No. 2 may take decision upon the application.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner further submits that,

he  would  move  the  respondent  No.  2  by  filing  an  application

substantiating his ground for revocation of suspension and the

respondent No. 2 be directed to decide the same.
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3. The petitioner may file an application with the respondent

No. 2 for  revocation of  his suspension.   The respondent No.  2

shall  consider the same on its own merits,  in accordance with

law,  expeditiously  and  preferably  within  a  period  of  six  (06)

weeks from the date of receipt of the application.

4. In view of the above, the writ petition is disposed of. No

costs.

  [ANIL S. KILOR, J.]             [S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J.]
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