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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

SECOND APPEAL NO. 209 OF 1999
WITH
CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 2287 OF 1999

Municipal Corporation, Aurangabad

through Dy. Commissioner .. Appellant
Versus
Shaikh Abbas Shaikh Chand .. Respondent

Mrs. S. M. Kavade, Advocate h/f Shri V. D. Sonwane, Advocate
for the Appellant.

Mrs. C. S. Deshmukh, Advocate h/f Shri V. S. Badakh, Advocate
for the Respondent.

CORAM : SHAILESH P. BRAHME, J.
DATE : 04TH AUGUST, 2025.

FINAL ORDER :

It transpires that the lawyer appearing for the appellant is
unable to take steps seeking discharge in the matter. He was

granted time by the last order dated 28.07.2025 of this Court.

2. It is very surprising that appellant is a local body and it is
not responding to the lawyer. Matter is very old one. For want
of due procedure I cannot discharge the lawyer appearing for the

appellant.

3. I have no alternative than to dismiss the appeal in default.

In case the appellant seeks to restore the second appeal, it is
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indicated that heavy cost will be imposed. Second appeal is

dismissed in default.

4. In view of dismissal of the second appeal, nothing survives
in the Civil Application No. 2287 of 1999. Same also stands
disposed of.

[ SHAILESH P. BRAHME J. ]
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