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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

CAW NO.874 OF 2014 IN WRIT PETTION NO.4935 OF 2013.

Agriculture Produce Market Committee ..vs.. State o Mah. and anr.

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Mr.S.S.Ghate, Advocate for the petitioner.
Ms.Preeti Rane, AGP for respondent/State.

Mr.A.P.Kalmegh, Adv. for respondent no.2.

CORAM : B.P.DHARMADHIKARI AND  

P.N.DESHMUKH, JJ.

DATED  :  APRIL 18, 2016.

Heard.

Petitioner  –  Agriculture  Produce  Market

Committee points out that list of Secretaries prepared

by respondent no.2 had already expired and though it

made  several  attempts,  the  Secretary  was  not

forwarded by respondent no.2.

Advocate  Kalmegh  states  that  as  per  his

instructions  after  orders  of  this  Court  dated  10th of

December,  2013  list  of  selected  candidates  was

forwarded  to  petitioner  and  petitioner  could  have

chosen the Secretary from it.  Shri Ghate disputes this

position.

However,  the  plea  that  list  was  not

forwarded is not there in the application.   Similarly,

statement that  list  was forwarded and petitioner  has

not chosen candidate from it is not appearing in the

reply.    Hence,  without  observing  anything  in  that
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respect  and  with  liberty  to  petitioner  to  move

appropriate  application  with  necessary  data,  we

dispose of the present application.

        JUDGE                           JUDGE

Chute.


