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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

  AURANGABAD BENCH, AT AURANGABAD.    

                            
  Writ Petition No. 2224 of 2000     

                 
        District : Aurangabad

 
1. People's Co-operative Bank,

Hingoli, Having Head Office

at Hingoli. 

2. Sanjay s/o. Anantrao Rajeshwar,

Aged : Major,

Occupation : Manager,

at present,

Aurangabad Branch,

R/o. C/o. People's Co-op. Bank,

Hingoli,

Branch Aurangabad,

Khadkeshwar, Aurangabad. .. Petitioners. 

         versus

1. The Union of India.

2. The Central Registrar,

Co-operative Societies,

Krishi Bhavan, Sansad Marg,

New Delhi.

3. The State of Maharashtra.

4. The Commissioner for

Co-operation and Registrar

of Co-operative Societies,

Maharashtra State, Pune.

5. The Divisional Joint Registrar,

Co-operative Societies,

Amravati Division,

District Amravati. .. Respondents. 

...........
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Mr. Anil Kasliwal, Advocate, for the petitioners

(Absent).

Mr. Bhushan B. Kulkarni, Standing Counsel, for

respondent nos.01 and 02.

Mr. A.S. Shinde, Asst. Government Pleader, for

respondent nos.03 to 05. 

...........

                 CORAM : V.M. KANADE &
        SANGITRAO S. PATIL, JJ.

  

                     DATE  : 04TH JANUARY 2017

                
ORAL ORDER :

None appears on behalf of the petitioners. 

The  learned  Standing  Counsel  present  on  behalf  of 

respondent nos.01 and 02 - Union of India, and the 

learned Asst. Government Pleader present on behalf of 

respondent nos.03 to 05 - State of Maharashtra. 

02. The petitioners have challenged the validity 

of the Multi-State Co-operative Societies Act, 1984, 

and  with  Multi-State  Co-operative  Societies 

(Registration, Membership, Direction and Management, 

Settlement of Disputes, Appeal and Revision) Rules, 

1985. 

03. The  other  companion  petitions  challenging 

the  validity  of  the  said  Act  and  rules  have  been 

withdrawn  by  the  petitioners  therein.   It  appears 

that  the petitioners  are not  keen  in  pursuing  the 

petition.  Hence, the petition is dismissed for want 
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of prosecution.  Rule discharged.  No order as to 

costs. 

            
     ( Sangitrao S. Patil )        ( V.M. Kanade )

                JUDGE                      JUDGE
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