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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD.

  901 WRIT PETITION NO.388 OF 2020

RAJASHRI ABHIJEET VEERGAONKAR AND OTHERS
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

.....
Mr. Angad L. Kanade, Advocate for petitioner nos. 1 to 8 & 10 
Mr. A. R. Kale, AGP for respondent nos. 1 to 3 and 5
Mr. B. R. Kedar, Advocate for respondent no. 6

.....

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

             DATE     :  JUNE 21ST, 2022
      

PER COURT : -

1. The learned advocate for the petitioners submits, on

instructions, that the petitioners desire to withdraw this petition.

2. The learned advocate representing respondent no. 6 –

management submits that bogus and fraudulently prepared

documents have been placed by the petitioners before the respondent

no. 3 – Education Officer (Secondary), Zilla Parishad, Aurangabad.

He submits that an application under the appropriate provisions of

law would be filed before respondent no. 3 for investigating the

veracity of the documents and with a prayer to initiate proper
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proceedings under the criminal law for the fraud played by the

petitioners.

3. The learned AGP appearing on behalf of respondent no. 3

submits that if such an application is filed before him, he would hear

all the parties and after drawing a conclusion, he would do the

needful.  He hastens to add that he has expressed a prima facie view

in the affidavit in reply dated 09.02.2021.  Yet, he would hear these

petitioners and the management and then take appropriate steps for

dealing with any act of fraud or manufacturing of documents.

4. In view of the above, this petition is disposed off as

withdrawn.

5. Respondent no. 6 is at liberty to move an application before

respondent no. 3 as regards the allegations against the petitioners.

The Education Officer shall give an opportunity of hearing to all the

parties and initiate appropriate steps in the event he concludes that

the documents are bogus or manufactured by the petitioners.  Let

such exercise be completed within two months from the date of

receipt of the application from respondent no. 6.

     [ ANIL L. PANSARE ]                [ RAVINDRA V. GHUGE ]
             JUDGE                                               JUDGE      
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