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IN THE HIGH COURT AT BOMBAY
APPELLATE SIDE, BENCH AT AURANGABAD

913 CIVIL APPLICATION NO.9619 OF 2021
IN WP/14371/2017

SHRENIK ARUNRAO DESHMANE AND OTHERS
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

Advocate for Applicants : Mr. A.B. Kadethankar

AGP for Respondents State : Mr. S.K. Tambe
Advocate for Respondent 3 : Mr. S.S. Jadhavar

CORAM : S.V. GANGAPURWAIA &
R.N. LADDHA, JJ.
DATED : 24/09/2021.

PER COURT :

Heard Mr. Kadethankar, learned advocate for the
applicants and Mr. S.S. Jadhavar, learned advocate for non
applicant No. 3.

2. The applicants are asked to submit an undertaking for
ad-hoc increment. According to the applicants, clause 6 of the said
undertaking is against the interest of the applicants and against
the reliefs claimed in the writ petition. In the writ petition, prayer
is made for regularization in service and/or absorption. Under

clause 6 of the undertaking, the applicants are required to state
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that the appointments of the applicants are made for a particular
project and applicants will not have right to claim regularization
on any basis.

3. The grievance of the petitioner for regularization in
service is subjudiced before this Court. If the non applicants are
asking the applicants to execute the undertaking, the same shall
be without prejudice to the rights and contentions of the either
party and will be subject to final decision of the writ petition. The
applicants may execute the same under protest and subject to the
decision in the writ petition.

4. Civil application is disposed of. No costs.

[ R.N. LADDHA, J. ] [S.V. GANGAPURWALA, J.]
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