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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 1396 OF 2015

Sunita Bhaupuri Gosavi ..    Petitioner

Versus

The State of Maharashtra and others ..    Respondents

Shri N. L. Jadhav, Advocate for the Petitioner.

Shri K. M. Suryawanshi, A.G.P. for Respondent Nos. 1 and 3.

Shri Arup Nikam, Advocate for the Respondent No. 2.

CORAM : S. V. GANGAPURWALA AND

V. K. JADHAV, JJ.

    DATE : 16TH JULY, 2015.

PER COURT :

 

. Mr. Jadhav, the learned counsel for the petitioner submits 

that, the petitioner had applied from N.T.-B category (Marathi 

Medium).  The learned counsel submits that, persons having less 

marks than the petitioner are appointed from N.T.-B category. 

According to the learned counsel even names are given of those 

candidates  who are  possessing  less  marks than the petitioner 

and are appointed.  The said details are given in para 4 of the 

writ petition.

2. Mr. Nikam, the learned counsel for the respondent No. 2 

submits that, the petitioner is considered from N.T.-B category. 
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No  candidates  having  less  marks  than  the  petitioner  are 

appointed  from  N.T.-B  category  of  Marathi  Medium  of  the 

revised merit list.

3. We  have  considered  the  submissions.   The  petitioner  is 

considered  from  N.T.-B  category  Marathi  Medium  (80%).   A 

statement is  made by Mr.  Nikam, the learned counsel  for  the 

respondent No. 2 that, the candidates who are named in para 4 of 

the petition are considered from English Medium (20%) category 

and  no  candidate  having  less  marks  than  the  petitioner  is 

appointed from N.T.-B category Marathi medium (80%) category. 

The said statement is accepted.

4. In view of  the said statement,  the case of  the petitioner 

cannot be considered.  The petitioner would have grievance, only 

if, any candidate having less marks than the petitioner is being 

appointed from the category of the petitioner.  The writ petition 

is disposed of.  No costs. 

  [ V. K. JADHAV, J. ]                [ S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J. ]
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