
  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 563 OF 2019 

 

DISTRICT : SATARA 

 

Mohd. Husein Hashan Kacchi,  ) 

Occ : Retd Industrial Inspector from the ) 

District Industries, Ratnagiri,  ) 

R/at: 60, Budhwar Peth, Karad,  ) 

Tal-Karad, Dist-Satara.   )...Applicant 

  

Versus 

 

1.  The State of Maharashtra  ) 

Through the Principal Secretary, ) 

Industries Department,   ) 

Mantralaya, Mumbai 400 032. ) 

2. The Principal Secretary,  ) 

Rural Development Department, ) 

Bandhkam Bhavan, Ground floor) 

Marzaban Road, Fort,   ) 

Mumbai.    ) 

3. The Director of Industries,  ) 

New Administrative Building, ) 

Hutatma Rajguru Chowk,  ) 

Madam Cama Road,   ) 

Mumbai 400 032.   ) 

4. The General Manager,  ) 

District Industries Centre,  ) 

Ratnagiri, Jail Road,  ) 

Ratnagiri 415 612   ) 

5. The General Manager,  ) 
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District Industries, Satara. ) 

6. The Project Director,  ) 

District Rural Development Agency) 

Ratnagiri.    )...Respondents      

 

Shri M.B Kadam, learned advocate for the Applicant. 

Ms Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

 

CORAM   :  Shri P.N Dixit (Vice-Chairman) (A)  

 

DATE   : 02.03.2020 

 

O R D E R 

 

1. Heard Shri M.B Kadam, learned advocate for the Applicant and 

Ms Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

 

2.  This Original Application is filed for payment of interest on 

delayed payments of retirement dues. 

 

3.    Brief facts:- 

 The applicant retired on 28.2.2011. The applicant had filed 

Original Application No. 1015/2018.  The same was decided on 

8.1.2019, by this Tribunal with following directions:- 

 

“4. O.A is disposed of with direction to Respondents No. 1 to 3 
to consider representation dated 21.01.2017 and to decide it in 
accordance to law within three months from today and decision 
shall be communicated to the Applicant.” 
   (Quoted from page 115 of the Paper Book) 

 

4. Accordingly, the Respondents decided the matter on 1.4.2019, 

which is the impugned order, at Exh. ‘A’, page 18 of the Paper Book.  

Examination of the impugned order reveals that the applicant was 

informed on 10.4.2017 regarding delay in deciding his absence during 

the period 1985 to 1988 on various occasions. The order dated 

10.4.2017 states as under:- 
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“R;kuarj vki.k jtk lknj dsys ulY;kus ukbZyktkLro vkiY;k i=ko#u jtk eatqjh vkns’k dk<.ksr ;sÅu 

lsokiqLrdkrhy uksanh iw.kZ dj.;kr vkysys vkgsr-  o R;kuqlkj vkiY;k jtk dkyko/khps osru] osruok<h] cksul] lgkok 

osru vk;ksxkuqlkj osru Qjd gIrs] vk’okflr izxrh ;kstuk ykHk o lsok fuo`&rhuarjps ykHk R;kpizek.ks R;kuqlkj osru 

Qjd ;k dk;kZy;kdMwu vki.kkl vknk dj.;kr vkysys vkgsr-  vki.k vuf/kd`ri.ks xSjgtj jkgwu osGksosGh jtk vtZ 

dk;kZy;kdMs lknj dsys ulY;kus osru o brj ykHk vknk dj.;kl vMp.k fuekZ.k >kysyh gksrh] vls fnlwu ;srs-  

R;keqGs vki.k ekx.kh dsysys O;ktkph jDde vki.kkl ;k dk;kZy;kdMwu vknk djrk ;s.kkj ukgh] v’kh ;k dk;kZy;kph 

/kkj.kk vkgs-” 

 

5. Admittedly, even though the applicant retired on 28.2.2011, the 

payments have been made in respect of his retirement dues as under:- 

 
(i) Gratuity –  Due on 1.9.2011. However, paid after 2 years, 4  

months and 8 days. 
 
(ii) Leave Encashment  - Due on 1.9.2011. Paid after 2 years, 7 

months and 28 days. 
 
(iii) G.I.S -  Due on 1.9.2011.  Paid after 2 years, 8 months and 29 

days. 
 

6. Respondent no. 1 on 15.3.2014 has directed Respondent no. 3 as 

under:- 

“Jh-,e-,p-dPNh] lsokfuo`&r foLrkj vf/kdkjh] ¼mn;ksx½ ;kaps lsokfuo`&rhuarjps ykHk ns.ks] Hkfo”; fuokZg fu/kh] 

xVfoek ;kstuk] fuo`&rh osru lsok minku] e`R;w fuo`&rh lsok minku o foyac >kysckcr ns; O;ktklghr jDde Rojhr 

vnk dj.;kr ;koh-” 

   (Quoted from page 129 of the Paper Book) 

 

7. The impugned order is silent why the retirement benefits have not 

been paid on due date.  Even though his service book was updated, prior 

to his retirement, decision regarding his retirement benefits is not taken 

in time. 

 

8. Thus, this has resulted in delay in payment of his gratuity, leave 

encashment, G.I.S and commutation of pension. 

 

9. The Respondents, therefore, deserves to be directed as under:- 

 

(a) Fix the responsibility for delayed payment of retirement benefits to 
the applicant such as payment of gratuity, leave encashment, 
G.I.S and commutation of pension. 
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(b) After fixing of responsibility within a period of three months, the 
applicant should be paid interest at the approved rate for the 
delayed payments within a period of four weeks. 

 

10. Thus, the Original Application is partly allowed.  No order as to 

costs. 

 

 
           Sd/- 
               (P.N Dixit) 
             Vice-Chairman (A) 
 
Place :  Mumbai       
Date  :  02.03.2020             
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 
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