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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO.2395 of 2019

Sudin Mohan Gawade .. Petitioner
versus
Konkan Railway Corporation Ltd. and anr. ... Respondents

Mr. Abhijeet J. Kandarkar, advocate for the petitioner.
Ms. Kavita Anchan along with Ms.Heena Shaikh i/b. M.V.Kini and Co.,
advocates for respondent No.1.

CORAM : RANJIT MORE &
SMT. BHARATI H. DANGRE, JJ.
DATE : 18™JULY, 2019.

P.C.:

The petitioner who was appointed as a Trainee Trackman
came to be removed from services in pursuance of departmental inquiry
by order dated 20™ June, 2017. Being aggrieved by the said order of
termination, the petitioner has preferred an appeal before respondent

No.2 and the said appeal is pending.

2. The limited relief sought by the petitioner in the present petition
Is issuance of writ in the nature of mandamus to respondent No.2 to
decide the said appeal filed by him on 28" June, 2017, after affording him

necessary opportunity of hearing.
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3. Since limited relief is sought by the petitioner, we are inclined
to allow the writ petition in terms of prayer clause (b). We direct
respondent No.2 to decide the appeal filed by the petitioner within a
period of three months from today. Needless to say that respondent No.2

shall afford an opportunity of hearing to the petitioner.

4. With the aforesaid directions, the writ petition stands disposed
off.
[SMT. BHARATI H. DANGRE, J.] [RANJIT MORE, J.]
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