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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

WRIT PETITION NO. 3797 OF 2021
Vinod D. Meshram
Vs.
State Bank of India, Corporate Centre Mumbai and others

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
appearances, Court's orders of directions Court's or Judge's orders.

and Registrar's Orders.

Shri Rohit Masurkar, Advocate for petitioner.
Shri M Anilkumar, Advocate for respondents.

CORAM : M.S. SONAK & PUSHPA V. GANEDIWALA, JJ.
DATE _: 15" NOVEMBER, 2021.

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

2. The challenge in this petition is to the order
dated 01.04.2021 by which the petitioner’s representation
dated 16.03.02021 came to be rejected by the respondents.

3. From the perusal of the order dated 01.04.2021,
it is quite clear that concerned authority has not even
considered petitioner’s representation dated 16.03.2021.
This is because the petitioner had not even raised any

ground concerning the health of his mother.

4, Learned counsel for the respondents quite fairly
states that now, the petitioner’s representation dated
16.03.2021 will be considered and disposed of within a
period of four weeks from today on its own merits and in

accordance with law.
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5. The aforesaid statement is accepted.

6. We further direct the respondents petitioner’s
representation should be considered having regard to our
order dated 04.03.2021 passed in Writ Petition N0.3461 of

2020 and also relevant circulars as may be applicable.

7. The concerned respondents should communicate

their decision to the petitioner within a period of four weeks.

8. The petition is disposed of in aforesaid terms.

There shall be no order as to costs.

(Pushpa V. Ganediwala, J.) (M.S. Sonak, J.)
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