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CORAM : MR JUSTI CE K. A PUJ

Dat e of decision: 31/03/2003

ORAL JUDGEMENT

Heard M. P.V.Hathi, |earned advocate appearing
for petitioners and Ms. Mani sha Lavkumar, | earned
Assi st ant CGover nirent Pl eader appeari ng for t he



respondents.

2) M. Hathi, learned advocate for the petitioners

has submitted that pursuant to the interim order passed
by this Court in Cvil Revision Application No.108/1993
on 2nd March, 1993, all financial benefits were conferred
on the petitioners. The said statenment is further
reinforced by the |earned Assistant CGovernnent Pl eader
stating that according to the instructions given to her
all financial benefits were conferred on the petitioners.

The Cvil Revi si on Application No. 108/ 1993 was
subsequent |y di sposed of on 9-3-1999, directing the trial
court to hear Regular CGvil Suit No.565/1990. In that

suit, settlement was arrived at between the parties on
23-4-1999. M .Hathi, therefore, subnitted that pursuant
to the settlement petitioners may be allowed to nake a
representation to the respondent-authorities, to give
benefits as per the said settlement and if such
representation is nade by the petitioners, the sanme woul d
be considered in the light of the settlenment arrived at
between the parties. M. Mnisha Lavkunmar, |earned AGP
appearing for the respondents also submitted that the
respondent -aut horiti es woul d consi der the representation

if so made by the petitioners.

3) In view of the above wunderstanding arrived at
between the parties, the petitioners are directed to nake
a representation within one nmonth from today and on
recei pt of such representation fromthe petitioners, the
respondent-authorities are directed to consider the sane
in view of the settlenment arrived at between the parties
in Regular Civil Suit No.565/1990 and confer the benefits
in accordance therewth. The representation so made
woul d be considered by the respondent-authorities wthin
three nonths fromthe date of such representati on nmade by
t he petitioners. No other issues, raised in the
petition, are dealt with on nerits.

4) Wth above observati ons, t he petition is
accordi ngly di sposed of. Rul e is made absolute to the
aforesaid extent with no order as to costs.

(KA Puj, J.)
/ mal ek



