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  IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
 BENCH AT AURANGABAD

                     WRIT PETITION NO. 4351   OF 2015    
                                              

Kausalya Vasantrao Burle,
Age: 44 years, Occ: Agril. & H.H.
R/o Karadkhel, Tal.: Udgir,
Dist. Latur  ...PETITIONER

versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Rural Development Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai.  

2. The State Election Commission,
Through its,
Commissioner, Mumbai. 

3. The Tahsildar,
Udgir, Dist. Latur. 

4. The Returning Officer/
Election Officer,
Karadkhel, Grampanchayat,
Udgir, Tal.: Udgir, Dist. Latur  ...RESPONDENTS

…

WITH
  WRIT PETITION NO. 4353  OF 2015    

                                              
Shivaji Ramrao Sonkamble
Age: 61 years, Occ: Agril. 
R/o Karadkhel, Tal.: Udgir,
Dist. Latur  ...PETITIONER

versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Rural Development Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai.  
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2. The State Election Commission,
Through its,
Commissioner, Mumbai. 

3. The Tahsildar,
Udgir, Dist. Latur. 

4. The Returning Officer/
Election Officer,
Karadkhel, Grampanchayat,
Udgir, Tal.: Udgir, Dist. Latur  ...RESPONDENTS

.....
Mr. A.V. Indrale, Patil, Advocate for  Petitioners
Mr. V.G. Shelke, A.G.P. For respondents No. 1, 3 and 4
Mr. S.T. Shelke, Advocate for respondent No. 2 

.....

       CORAM :  SUNIL P. DESHMUKH, J. 

                         DATED  :  18th APRIL, 2015 

ORAL JUDGMENT :-

1. Rule. Rule made returnable forthwith and heard finally with 

consent of learned counsel for the parties.

2. After  hearing  learned  counsel  for  petitioners  and 

respondents,  it  is  apparent  that  on  the  date  of  filing  of 

nomination, receipts about applications having been filed by the 

petitioners before scrutiny committee had not been submitted. 

Since at the time of scrutiny, election officer noticed lacunae, he 

has rejected the nomination. After applications were scrutinized 

and orders were passed, lacunae were sought to be removed by 

both petitioners. Elections have reached to polling and all other 

stages are over. 
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3. Having regard to aforesaid, I am not inclined to interfere 

with the process of election at this stage. The petitions, as such, 

stand dismissed.  Rule stands discharged. 

4. However,  it  would  be  open  for  the  petitioners  to  file 

appropriate  proceedings  questioning  the  rejection  of  their 

nomination papers including an election petition. 

Sd/-
                                            ( SUNIL P. DESHMUKH, J. )  

MTK      


