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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.5049 OF 2016
[Ranjana d/o Vithalrao Ingle .vs. State of Maharashtra and others]

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions

and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Ms. Dashputre, Advocate h/f Shri P.B. Patil, Advocate for the petitioner,

Shri A.A. Madiwale, AGP for respondent nos.1 to 4.
 ..........

CORAM : DR. MANJULA CHELLUR, C.J. AND

SMT. VASANTI  A  NAIK, J.

DATED  :  OCTOBER 19, 2016.

P.C.:

The main relief sought in the writ petition is with 

regard to consider the grant of benefits  of pension to the 

writ petitioner in terms of earlier pension scheme and not 

the  proposed new scheme brought  in  by the  respondent-

authorities.   Though she claims that she was appointed way 

back in  1997,  approval  to  the  post  was  with  effect  from 

2008 onwards.   In order to fall within eligibility criteria to 

claim pension under the erstwhile scheme, number of years 

of service is also relevant factor and since the petitioner is 

retiring in the year 2019, she may not be able to get pension 

since the approval of post or service is only from 2008.

In  that  view of  the  matter,  the  petitioner  may 

have  to  approach  this  Court  with  better  particulars  and 

better reliefs.  Hence, we permit the petitioner to withdraw 

the  writ  petition  reserving  liberty  to  file  fresh 

comprehensive petition.   

    SMT. VASANTI  A  NAIK, J. CHIEF JUSTICE

Gulande, PA


