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             S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                    Civil Appeal No. 5810 of 1999@@
                    CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  Zila Panchayat, Satna                                    Appellant

                                VERSUS

  Prabhakar Rao Bhonsale                                  Respondent

  (With office report)

  Date : 16/04/2003  This appeal was called on for hearing today

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARIJIT PASAYAT

  For Appellant (s)     Mr. S.K. Agnihotri,Adv.
                        Mr. Ashok Kumar Singh,Adv.

  For Respondent(s)     Mr. Prakash Shrivastava,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R

......L......I..T.......T.......T.......T.......T............T....J
                Heard learned counsel for the parties for a while.

                The civil appeal is dismissed.

                No order as to costs.

        (T.I. Rajput)                         (Shelly Sengupta)
        Court Master                             Court Master

                 (Signed order is placed on the file)
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                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                    Civil Appeal No. 5810 of 1999@@



                    CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

      Zila Panchayat, Satna                       ...Appellant (s)

                        Versus˜

      Prabhakar Rao Bhonsale                    ....Respondent (s)

                            O  R  D  E  R@@
                            CCCCCCCCCCCCC
....L......I.....T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J

.SP2
           Heard learned counsel for the parties.
           The  only grievance made by the learned counsel for the
    appellant,  in  this  appeal,  is   that  the  Madhya  Pradesh
    Administrative  Tribunal  [for short, ‘the Tribunal’] was  not
    right in giving direction to pay back-wages to the respondent.
    The  learned  counsel  for the respondent states  that,  as  a
    matter  of  fact, no such direction is given by the  Tribunal.
    From  a  reading of the order of the Tribunal, we find it  so.
    This  being  the position, no interference is called for  with
    the impugned order.
           The  civil  appeal  is dismissed with no  order  as  to
    costs.
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                                      .........................J.@@
                                                             AAAA
                                      (Shivaraj V. Patil) @@
                                      AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                                      .........................J.@@
                                                               AA
                                      (Arijit Pasayat)@@
                                      AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
  New Delhi,
  April 16, 2003.


