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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

967 WRIT PETITION NO.7187 OF 2022

DWARAKANATH DEVILAL BIHANI 
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS
…

AND
1023 WRIT PETITION NO.7263 OF 2022

PRAKASH HONAJI GAJBHIV
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS
…

Advocate for the Petitioner : Shri Mahesh P. Kale a/w Shri
Muley Atul R.  

AGP for the Respondents/ State : Shri S.K. Tambe and Shri S.G.
Karlekar

...

     CORAM :  RAVINDRA V. GHUGE 
&

        ANIL L. PANSARE, JJ.

DATE :-  14th July, 2022
Per Court :-

1. Though  respondent  No.2/Deputy  Commissioner,

Civil Supplies, Nashik, directed respondent No.4/ District Supply

Officer,  Ahmednagar  to  decide  the  proceedings  within  two

months, respondent No.4 is not obeying the directions and the

proceedings are still pending.

2. The learned AGPs cause appearances on behalf of
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all the respondents in the respective petitions.

3. In  view  of  the  above,  these  Writ  Petitions  are

disposed off with the following directions :-

(a) Respondent No.4 shall follow the due procedure laid

down in law and comply with the directions of respondent No.2

vide orders dated 02.11.2020 and 28.10.2022 in the respective

petitions,  and  decide  the  proceedings  by  15.10.2022,  if  not

already decided.

(b) The petitioners shall appear before respondent No.4

on 01.08.2022. Notices would be issued by respondent No.4 to

other stakeholders. All the stakeholders in the said proceedings

would be given a reasonable opportunity of hearing.

(c) Respondent  No.2/  Deputy  Commissioner,  Civil

Supplies shall call for an explanation from respondent No.4 as

regards the disobedience of his directions dated 02.11.2020 and

28.10.2020  granting  time  limit  of  two  months,  and  after

considering  the  reply,  issue  appropriate  orders  including  the

order of  punishment,  if  respondent No.2 is convinced that  the

conduct of respondent No.4 is glaring.

     kps        (ANIL L. PANSARE, J.)  (RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)


