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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

46 WRIT PETITION NO.5242 OF 2022

BALASAHEB SADANAND BHAGAT
VERSUS
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER AND OTHERS

Mr. S. N. Suryawanshi, Advocate for the
petitioner

Mr. S. G. Sangle, AGP for the respondent/State
Mr. A. D. Ostwal, Advocate for the respondent

CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE &
ANIL L. PANSARE, JJ.

DATE : 27" June, 2022

P‘ C‘

1. Heard the learned advocates for the
parties.

2. The petitioner has putforth prayer

clause ‘B’ as under:-

B] By appropriate writ order or
direction direct the respondent No. 3 to
decide the representations dated 27-10-
2020, 05-11-2020, 18-12-2020, 28-12-2020
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and 11-12-2021 preferred by the
petitioner.
3. In view of the above, the learned
advocate for the petitioner submits that
respondent No.3 can consider his representation

dated 27-10-2020.

4. As such, this petition is disposed off.

5. We expect respondent No.3 to consider
the representation dated 27-10-2020 on it’s own
merits. If there are any stake holders or parties
concerned, he would follow the due procedure laid
down in law and grant adequate opportunity of
hearing to all the parties and thereafter pass an
order/decision/set out his response, on or before

30-09-2022.
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6. We deem it appropriate to record that,
the petitioner will not issue any threat of
agitation and allow respondent No.3 to decide the

proceedings, independently.

[ANIL L. PANSARE, J.] [RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.]
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