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 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

 WRIT PETITION NO.6136 OF 2017 

Chairman and Managing Director,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited
& Ors. ......Petitioners
V/s.
Mithilesh Pandit s/o. Devi 
Dayal Pandit .......Respondent

Mrs. Neeta V. Masurkar, Advocate for Petitioners.
Mr. S.K.Varma, Advocate for Respondent.

CORAM : CORAM : SMT. V.K. TAHILRAMANI, & SMT. V.K. TAHILRAMANI, & 
SANDEEP K.  SHINDE, JJ.SANDEEP K.  SHINDE, JJ.

DATE    :DATE    : 1414thth  June, 2017.  June, 2017.

P.C. :P.C. :
Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  Petitioners  andHeard  learned  counsel  for  the  Petitioners  and  

the learned counsel for Respondent.the learned counsel for Respondent.

22 Rule.Rule.

33 By  consent  Rule  is  made  returnable  forthwithBy  consent  Rule  is  made  returnable  forthwith  

and the matter is heard finally.and the matter is heard finally.

44 This Petition is mainly directed against the interimThis Petition is mainly directed against the interim  

order  dated  19.4.2017  passed  by  the  Central  Administrativeorder  dated  19.4.2017  passed  by  the  Central  Administrative  

Tribunal.  By  the  said  order,  transfer  of  the  Respondent  toTribunal.  By  the  said  order,  transfer  of  the  Respondent  to  

Yavatmal was  stayed and certain other directions were passed.Yavatmal was  stayed and certain other directions were passed.

   Shivgan
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55 In view of the fact it is an interim order, we are notIn view of the fact it is an interim order, we are not   

inclined to interfere with the same. However, we are inclined toinclined to interfere with the same. However, we are inclined to  

request  the  Central  Administrative  Tribunal  to  dispose  of  therequest  the  Central  Administrative  Tribunal  to  dispose  of  the  

Original Application preferred by the Respondent within a periodOriginal Application preferred by the Respondent within a period  

of six weeks from the date of communication of this order.of six weeks from the date of communication of this order.

66 Accordingly,  we request  the Tribunal  to dispose ofAccordingly,  we request  the Tribunal  to dispose of  

the Original Application within a period of six weeks from thethe Original Application within a period of six weeks from the  

date of communication of this order.date of communication of this order.

77 As we are not inclined to interfere with the interimAs we are not inclined to interfere with the interim  

orders, rule is discharged.orders, rule is discharged.

(SANDEEP K. SHINDE, J)(SANDEEP K. SHINDE, J)     (SMT. V.K. TAHILRAMANI, J)    (SMT. V.K. TAHILRAMANI, J)

   Shivgan


