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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).28699/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 09/08/ 2010 in WP No. 7154/2009
of The H GH COURT OF BOVBAY AT AURANGABAD)
VENKATESH SHI KSHAN PRAS. MANDL. & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief )

Dat e: 25/10/ 2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE G S. S| NGHV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY
For Petitioner(s) M. Venkat Subranmoniam T. R, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Respondent No. 3 was appoi nt ed as Teacher in
Bhi ravnat h Pr at ham k Vi dya Mandi r (petitioner No. 2) on
tenporary basis for the academ c year 1995-96. H s services

are said to have been termnated vide order dated 30.3.1996
He filed an appeal before the School Tribunal (for short,
‘“the Tribunal’) against the ternination of his service. The
Tribunal vide its order dated 26.7.1999 all owed t he appeal
Review petition filed by the petitioners was di sm ssed on
5. 2. 2000. Wit Petition No. 1504/ 2000 filed by t he
petitioners was all owed by Aurangabad Bench of the Bonbay
H gh Court and the matter was remtted to the Tribunal for
fresh di sposal of the appeal filed by respondent No. 3.
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In conpliance of the direction given by the High
Court, t he Tri bunal re-consi der ed t he matt er and passed
order dated 15.12.2001 whereby the petitioners were directed
to reinstate respondent No.3 within 40 days and pay him 50%
back wages.

The petitioners challenged the second order of the
Tri bunal in Wit Petition No. 7154/ 2009, whi ch has been
di smi ssed by the inpugned order

The petitioner have not explained as to why its
advocat e did not appear bef ore t he Tri bunal at t he re-
hearing of the appeal preferred by respondent No.3 and why
it did not challenge the second order of the Tribunal for 8

years.
In our view, the inpugned order does not suffer

from any | egal infirmty requiring i nterference under

Article 136 of the Constitution

The speci al | eave petition is accordi ngly
di sm ssed



(A. D. Sharma) (Phool an Wati Arora)
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