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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 7562 OF 2016

PRATAP DYANDEO GAIKWAD
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

Advocate for the Petitioner : Mr. V.C. Patil h/f Mr. Bondar Uttam Bajirao
AGP for Respondents/State : Mr. R.R. Tandale
Advocate for Respondent No.4 : Mr. Suryawanshi R.R.

CORAM : S.G. MEHARE AND
SHAILESH P BRAHME, JJ.

DATE : 13" JANUARY 2025

PER COURT :

Heard. Learned Counsel for the petitioner.

2. The petitioner has been terminated for his absence more
than three years from his duty in view of Rule 16(3) of the
Maharashtra Employees of Private School (Conditions of Services)
Rules, 1981. The termination date is 29.02.2008. The petitioner did
not impugned the order and directly seeking relief that his employer

should send his proposal for his pensionary benefit.

3. Since the termination order is not challenged before the
competent authority, we are of the view that no relief as such can be
granted. The petitioner is at liberty to take appropriate remedy as is

available in law.
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4. For the above reasons, petition stands dismissed.
5. Time spent here may be considered.
[ SHAILESH P BRAHME, J.] [ S. G. MEHARE, J.]

Najeeb..



