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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO.392 OF 2022
SHAIKH YOUSUF SHAIKH CHAND . .PETITIONER
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS ..RESPONDENTS

Mr. Manoj U. Shelke, Advocate for the Petitioner.
Mr. S. P. Tiwari, AGP for Respondents-State.

CORAM S. V. GANGAPURWALA &

S. G. DIGE, JJ.

DATED : 10*" JANUARY, 2022.

PER COURT: -

1. Mr. Shelke, learned counsel for the
petitioner submits that, the ©petitioner was
appointed in the year 1995 and was in continuous
service since then. Every year approval was
granted to the appointment of the petitioner. The
petitioner was transferred in the year 2011 to
respondent no.6. The past service of the
petitioner is not counted. The petitioner is

entitled for the pensionary benefits.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner
does not dispute that, the service rendered by the
petitioner wupto the vyear 2010 was not on 100%
grant-in-aid. The petitioner came on 100% grant-

in-aid only with effect from the year 2011.
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3. In view of the Full Bench judgment of this
Court in case of Deshmukh Dilipkumar Bhagwan and
Others Vs. State of Maharashtra and Others reported
in 2019 (3) Mh.L.J. 903, the grievance of the

petitioner cannot be entertained.

4. Writ Petition as such is disposed of. No
costs.
(S. G. DIGE) (S. V. GANGAPURWALA)
JUDGE JUDGE
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