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  IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

 BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 5244 OF 2015
WITH  

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 6843 OF 2015

PANDURANG MAROTIRAO GAWALI 
VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS
...

Advocate for Applicants : Mr. Salgare Vitthal G. 
AGP for Respondent No.1: Mr. K.G. Patil 

Advocate for Respondents 2 and 3: Mr. V. P. Latange 
Advocate for Respondents 4 and 5: Mr. S.K. Chavan 

.....
 

                           CORAM :   S. V. GANGAPURWALA AND 
          V. K. JADHAV, JJ. 

 
                  DATED  :   26th JUNE, 2015  

P.C. :-  

1. Mr. Salgare, the learned  counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

petition was filed with a prayer to direct the respondent No.5 to submit last 

five years confidential reports of the petitioner to respondent No.3.  So also 

the  respondent  No.3  should  consider  the  proposal  of  the  petitioner  for 

increase in the age of retirement and that respondent No.1 be directed to 

issue order of increasing the age of retirement. 

2. Mr.  Chavan,  the  learned  counsel  for  respondent  Nos.  4  and  5 

submits  that  the  confidential  reports  of  five  years  are  submitted  to 

respondent No.3 by the respondent No.5 in May 2015. 

 

3. This Court vide order dated 7.5.2015 had observed that it is open for 
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respondent No.3 to consider the proposal of the petitioner forwarded by the 

University for  increase in the age of retirement from 60 years to 62 years. 

Mr.  Latange,  the learned counsel  for  respondent  No.3 submits  that  the 

proposal  is  forwarded  to  the  Government  i.e.  respondent  No.1  with 

negative recommendation. 

4. Mr. Patil, the learned Additional Government Pleader submits that 

the Government would take decision on the proposal received alongwith 

recommendation as given by the performance review committee and take 

decision on its own merits. 

5. In the light of the aforesaid aspects of the matter, the purpose of 

filing writ petition stands served.  

6. The Government may take decision on the said proposal received 

from respondent No.3 in respect of the petitioner regarding extension of 

age  as  per  the  Rules,  Law,  Policy,  on  its  own  merits,  expeditiously, 

preferably within a period of three months from today. 

7. Writ petition stands disposed of. No costs. In view of disposal of writ 

petition, civil application also stands disposed of.  

    ( V. K. JADHAV, J.)    ( S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J. ) 
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