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

WRIT PETITION NO. 7901 OF 2022

Narendra s/o Haribhau Rathod           ...Petitioner
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.                          ...Respondents

.....
Mr. Pramod Gaikwad h/f Mr. Ajay Talhar – Advocate for the 
petitioner 
Mr. P. S. Patil – AGP for respondent nos. 1 & 4
Mrs. Nayana Patil – Advocate for respondent nos. 5 & 6
Mr. B. S. Deshmukh – Advocate for respondent nos. 2 & 3

..…

AND
WRIT PETITION NO. 7866 OF 2022

Jyoti Pandit Shirture            ...Petitioner
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.                             ...Respondents

.....
Mr. Pramod Gaikwad h/f Mr. Ajay Talhar – Advocate for the 
petitioner 
Mr. P. S. Patil – AGP for respondent nos. 1 & 4
Mrs. Nayana Patil – Advocate for respondent nos. 5 & 6
Mr. B. S. Deshmukh – Advocate for respondent nos. 2 & 3

..…

   CORAM  :  RAVINDRA V. GHUGE
                         AND
      SANJAY A. DESHMUKH, JJ.

DATED  :    24th APRIL 2023

PER COURT : -

1. The  learned  advocate  representing  the  Municipal

Council submits, on instructions, that the impugned orders would

be  withdrawn  and  the  proposals  of  these  petitioners  would  be

forwarded to the Zilla Parishad.
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2. The learned counsel representing the Zilla Parishad has

tendered across the bar, a copy of the written instructions dated

17th October,  2022,  received  from  Chief  Executive  Officer,  Zilla

Parishad, Jalgaon, which are taken on record and marked “X” for

identification.

3. The learned advocate for the petitioners submits that

since  a  statement  is  made  that  the  impugned  orders  are  being

withdrawn and since the proposals of these petitioners are being

forwarded,  he  would  also  pray  for  the  back  wages  since  the

Municipal Council had committed a grave error in terminating the

services of the petitioners, which decision is being recalled.

4. In view of the above, both these petitions are disposed

off as withdrawn.  As the petitioners’ proposal has been forwarded

and since they are claiming back wages, in the event there is any

grievance un-redressed in future, the petitioners are at liberty to

avail of a remedy as is permissible in law.  

   [SANJAY A. DESHMUKH]                        [RAVINDRA V. GHUGE]
                 JUDGE                         JUDGE

SG Punde


