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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR.

WRIT PETITION NO. 1564 of 2022
Milind Kumar Ukardaji Hedaoo
vs.
Union Bank of India, and another

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Court's or Judge's Order
Coram, appearances, Court's Orders
or directions and Registrar's order

Mr. S. S. Sanyal, Advocate for petitioner.
Mr. Rajiv Chhabra, Advocate for respondent nos.1 & 2.

CORAM :- NITIN W. SAMBRE AND ABHAY J. MANTRI, JJ.
DATE :- 5™ SEPTEMBER, 2024

Heard.

2. A request is made for adjustment of the interest amount on
the staff loan facility availed by the petitioner for such period for

which he was out of employment.

3. It is claimed that the petitioner’s services were terminated for
want of production of validity and this Court on 06.06.2016 in Writ
Petition No.703 of 2008 directed issuance of validity, which led to

reinstatement of the petitioner.

4. The fact remains that from the date of termination of the
petitioner till his reinstatement, the petitioner was saddled with
interest liability on the loan facility availed by him. Such loan was
availed by the petitioner in the capacity of staff of the respondent-
Bank.

5. Since the petition remained pending for almost eight years
as a consequence of which the petitioner was denied the benefit of
his employment, we deem it appropriate to direct the respondent-

employer-Bank to consider the petitioner’s request sympathetically
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as regards the rate of interest to be levied/charged against the

petitioner on the staff loan.

6. With these observations, the writ petition stands disposed of.

No order as to costs.

(ABHAY J. MANTRI, J.) (NITIN W. SAMBRE, J.)

Andurkar.



