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Heard the learned counsel appearing

for the review applicants. He

submits

that at the relevant time, the applicants

were working at Nasik and during the said

period from 2006 to 2010, Ahmednagar

M.I.D.C. was under Pune region. He

submits that in fact the applicants have

no concern with the allotment

of the

plots. According to him, the observations

made in the impugned judgment, and
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particularly, in para 60 may give room
for rise to issue charge-sheet against
the applicants. Therefore, he submits

that the order may be clarified.

2. We have heard the learned counsel
appearing for the applicants. We do not
think it necessary to clarify the order,
as in para 60 of the impugned judgment,

this Court has observed thus :

“Naturally, some other Officers also
are involved in this
illegal/unauthorised allotment of
plots. Therefore, respondent no.4
will have to be directed to initiate
necessary inquiry against the erring
Officers involved in allotment of
plots illegally and unauthorisedly
during 2006 to 2010 as mentioned in
the reports of Gatne Committee and
Internal Committee that stringent
departmental as well as penal action

could be taken against them.”

3. The above observations are quite
clear and unambiguous. We have not named
any particular officer. The respondent
authorities firstly would verify as to

who were the officers involved in
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allotment of plots illegally and
unathorisedly during 2006 to 2010 and
then they would initiate departmental as
well as penal action against those who
would  be found responsible for the

misdeeds.

4. In that view of the matter, we do not
think it necessary to give any further

clarification.
5. Review Application stands disposed of

accordingly.

(SANGITRAO S. PATIL,J) (S.S. SHINDE,J)

sga/



