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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION  NO. 13837 OF 2017 

Abhijit Shivaji Jagtap and anr. ..Petitioners

Vs.

The Union of India & ors. ..Respondents

Mr. V. P. Patil for petitioner.
Ms. Neeta Masurkar a/w Mr. A. R. Varma for respondent no.1-
UOI.
Mr. Neel G. Helekar for respondent no.2.

     CORAM:   NARESH H. PATIL, CJ. &
            N. M. JAMDAR, J.

                                                  MARCH 12, 2019.

P.C.

1. The  petitioners  raise  issue  concerning  recruitment

process undertaken by the respondent – State Bank of India.  The

learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  Bank  submits  that  the

recruitment process is over.  The said statement is not disputed by

the  learned counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioners.   It  is  further

submitted  that  the  petitioners  allege  faulty  mechanism  of
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conducting the subject recruitment process, which goes to the root

of the matter.

2. Perused  the  record  and  considered  the  submissions

advanced.  The petition can be disposed of by passing following

order:

O R D E R

(a) The  petitioners  are  at  liberty  to  file  a
comprehensive  representation  addressed  to  the
respondent-Bank in respect of the subject issue within
four weeks from today.

(b) On  receipt  of  such  representation,  the
respondent  nos.2  and  3  would  take  appropriate
decision on the said representation and communicate
the same within further four weeks from the date of
receipt of the representation.   The respondent nos.2
and 3 are at liberty to hear any other person in this
connection, if they so desired.

(c) A  brief  reasoned  communication  is  expected
from the respondent nos.2 and 3.

(d) In case the petitioners are still aggrieved by the
decision communicated by the respondent nos.2 and
3, the petitioners are at liberty to resort to appropriate
remedy in accordance with the law.
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3. Writ Petition stands disposed of accordingly.

4. It is clarified that we have not expressed any opinion

on the merits of the matter.

N. M. JAMDAR, J.                                    CHIEF JUSTICE


