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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard M. Manish Kumar, |earned counsel appearing for the
petitioners and M. Rakesh Dwivedi and M. Jayant Bhushan, |earned
seni or counsel appearing for respondent No. 6.



2. Learned counsel for the respondents pointed out that the
issue involved in this matter is only with respect to the extension of
age of superannuation from58 years to 60 years. \When the matter cane
up for hearing on the earlier date before this Court, it was stated by
the | earned counsel appearing for the petitioners that on that aspect,
the petitioners were no |onger raising any dispute. The only issue
whi ch was sought to be adjudicated was as to whether the concerned
Land Devel oprment Bank is now covered under the Milti State Cooperative
Soci eties Act, 2002.

3. Learned counsel for the respondents pointed out that apart
fromthe judgnent in this matter, there are at Jleast half a dozen
deci sions concerning this very Bank, including of a LPA Bench in LPA
No. 33 of 2011 dated 20.7.2011, where the judgnent of this Court in
Nar esh Shankar Srivastava Vs. State of Uttar Pradesh and Ors., (2009)
16 SCC 157, has been foll owed and the concerned Bank has been held to
be a Multi State Cooperative Society. No special |eave petition has
been fil ed against those orders as per the information of the |earned
seni or counsel appearing for the respondents. Counsel for t he
petitioners seeks tinme to ascertain as to what is the correct
position.
Adj our ned for one week.
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