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The Hon'ble M. Justice S. K  KESHOTE

1. \Whether Reporters of Local papers may be

all owed to see the judgnent?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?

3. Wether their Lordships wish to see the
fair copy of the judgment?

4. \Wether this case involves a substanti al
guestion of law as to the interpretation
of the Constitution of India, 1950 or any

order made thereunder?

5. VWether it is to be circulated to the
G vil Judge?

Coram S.K. KESHOTE, J
(30- 4- 1996)

M. P.J.VWas for the petitioners.
Ms. Sejal Mandavia for the respondents.

ORAL JUDGVENT:

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

It is not in dispute that name of respondent
has been ordered tobe deleted on 16-7-1990 by this Court.

No. 4



Counsel for respondents No.1 to 3 nmde statenent before the
Court that petitioner No.1l has al ready been pronoted to the
post of Shirestedar in the year 1993. Petitioner No.3
sought voluntary retirenent which has been granted. It has
further been stated that petitioners have al ready been given
deermed date of promotion from 11-9-1979. So far as rest of
the reliefs are concerned, the necessary exercise will be
taken within reasonable tine. Learned counsel for the
petitioners does not dispute this statenent nade on behal f
of the respondents. The only apprehension which has been
expressed by him before the Court is that the petitioners
are likely to retire in the near future and in case
necessary directions are not issued by this Court to
consider the matter relating to further clainms after deened
date of pronotion the respondents are not likely to pass any
order. I find sufficient nmerit in the apprehension of the
| earned counsel for the petitioners.

2. The respondents are directed to consider the case of

the petitioners for their further clainms in accordance wth
law within reasonable period. At this stage the | earned
counsel for the petitioners states that he does not press
the prayer which has been nmade in para 13(B). Accordingly
the wit petition is dism ssed to the extent the prayer nade
in para 13(B). So far as the other prayers are concerned,
the petition is disposed of with the directions that the
respondents will consider the case of the petitioners for
further claims after having been given deened date of
pronotion from11-9-1974 within a period of three nonths.
Rul e nade absolute in the aforesaid terns. No order as to
cost s.



