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2. Admittedly, the petitioner was dismissed from
the service. 1In view of the provisions of Sub-Rule (3)

of Rule 101 of the Maharashtra Civil Services (Pension)
Rules, 1982, the petitioner is not even entitled for
compassionate pension. The reliance placed by the
learned counsel for the petitioner on Sub-Rule (1) of
Rule 101 of the said Rules, is misplaced in the facts of
this case inasmuch as the petitioner was not removed
from service but he was dismissed from the service. 1In
that view of the matter, no case is made out. The writ

petition stands rejected.
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