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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9026/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 07/12/2005 in WP No. 6141/2005
of The H GH COURT OF BOVBAY AT NAGPUR)

SURENDRA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
C.E. O, ZI LA PARI SHAD WARDA & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

Date: 07/02/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE Dr. JUSTI CE TARUN CHATTERJEE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. S. BEDI

Rekha Agarwal , Adv.

Ravi ndra Kaur Batra, Adv.
Pankaj Kumar Singh, Adv.
J.P.N. CQupta, Adv.

K. L. Janjani, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

Satyajit A Desai, Adv.
s. Anagha S. Desai, Adv.
Anol N. Suryawanshi, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
This special |eave petition is directed agai nst the order dated
7.12. 2005 passed by the Hi gh Court of Judicature at Bonbay, Nagpur
Bench, Nagpur in Wit Petition No.6141/2005. A wit application
was nmoved by the petitioner challenging the order of conpulsory
retirement passed against him The Hi gh Court as well as the
authorities had rejected his claimthat the conpul sory retirenent
order was not |egal and valid.
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On 4/ 7/ 2006, this court while issuing notice to the
respondents ordered stay of recovery of Rs.65,134/- fromthe
petitioner’s retirement dues.

After hearing | earned counsel for the parties, we are not in
a position to find any infirmty in the orders passed by the H gh Court
as well as the authorities. However, considering the facts and
circumst ances of the case, we are of the view that the conpul sory
retirement order be nodified to the extent that the anount of
Rs. 65,134/ -, which has been directed to be recovered fromthe
petitioner’s retirenment dues, be del eted.

Wth the above observation, the special |eave petitionis
di sposed of accordingly.
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