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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 4120 OF 2024

SHIVAJI GUNWANT KOLHE
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY AND OTHERS

Adv. Priyanka R. Deshpande for the Petitioner
Mr. S. R. Wakale, AGP for the State
Adv. S. S. Manale for Respondent Nos. 2 and 3

CORAM : NITIN B. SURYAWANSHI AND

VAISHALI PATIL-JADHAV, JJ.
DATE : 09.04.2026
PER COURT:
1. Not on board. On mentioning, taken on board.
2. By this petition, the petitioner challenges a suspension order dated

28.12.2024 (which should be read as 28.12.2023) passed by respondent
No. 2 — CEO. Subsequently, after filing of the petition, on 31.12.2024 the
CEO has revoked the suspension of the petitioner and reinstated him in
service. However, in the said order, it is mentioned that, “47 &, o}, Plcs,
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FIBf=T T 1. I= ~IeTd 598, GSHIS SINTIETG J1eT JifaH ol srefiT
Vg, 1. 9. HIT e Giad, Sieelc Je R 9§1 G-Ead avvard Id
IR

ksk/ 1/2



call paper wp 4120 2024 disposed of

3. Mentioning of pendency of this petition is totally unwarranted and
uncalled for in the order of revocation of suspension.

4. Since the suspension of the petitioner is already revoked, the
petition is, therefore, rendered infructuous and the same is disposed of.
5. We however make it clear that the sentence mentioned in the
order dated 31.12.2024 "AT. =7 =TT a5, @98 arare” should

not be taken into consideration by the respondents while giving the

petitioner his service benefits including salary, suspension allowance,

etc.

[VAISHALI PATIL-JADHAV, J.] [NITIN B. SURYAWANSHI, J.]
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