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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

918 CIVIL APPLICATION NO.12522 OF 2019
IN RAST/19037/2019 IN WP/4339/16

SMT. S. D. SONAWANE 
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS 
...

Advocate for Applicant : Mr. Patil Mangesh G. 
AGP for Respondent/State: Mr. S.P. Tiwari 

Advocate for Respondent no.6 : Mr. Avishkar s. Shelke
…
AND

919 CIVIL APPLICATION NO.12523 OF 2019
IN RAST/19038/2019 IN WP/4341/16

SMT. S. D. SONAWANE 
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS 
...

Advocate for Applicant : Mr. Patil Mangesh G. 
AGP for Respondent/State: Mr. P. S. Patil

Advocate for Respondent no.6 : Mr. Avishkar s. Shelke
…
AND

920 CIVIL APPLICATION NO.12524 OF 2019
IN RAST/19036/2019 IN WP/4338/16

SMT. S. D. SONAWANE 
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS 
...

Advocate for Applicant : Mr. Patil Mangesh G. 
AGP for Respondent/State: Mr. A.R. Kale

Advocate for Respondent no.6 : Mr. Avishkar s. Shelke
...

CORAM : S. V. GANGAPURWALA AND
MANGESH S. PATIL, JJ.          

DATE : 03/01/2020
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PER COURT : 

 

1. We have heard Mr. Patil the learned advocate for the applicant.

The learned counsel submits that there are two views holding the field.  This

Court in another Writ Petition bearing No.3928/2018 under order dated

02.05.2019 had negatived the claim of a similar situated person.  In view of

that the present review application is filed.

2. Mr. Shelke The learned counsel submits that the Management

has not authorized the present applicant to file the review applications and

has issued a letter dated 27.12.2019 to the original writ petitioners. The

learned counsel further submits that the State has accepted the said

judgment and has accorded the benefit as directed by this Court.

3. By virtue of order under review it is either the Government or

the Management that can be said to be aggrieved.  The present applicant

cannot be said to be aggrieved.  As contended by the learned advocate for

the original writ petitioners the Government has accepted the order and

implemented it also.

4. As neither the Government nor the Management is coming

forward to assail the order under review, the review at behest of the present

applicant cannot be entertained.

5. In light of that the review applications along with civil

applications are disposed of.  No costs.  

    ( MANGESH S. PATIL, J. )                               ( S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J.)

habeeb
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