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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

 WRIT PETITION NO.12238 OF 2016 

Sau.Usha w/o Nageshwar Sangle Petitioner

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & others Respondents

Mr.S.S.Thombre, advocate for the petitioner 
Mr.Mr.Y.G.Gujrathi, A.G.P. for Respondents No.1 to 3.

 

        CORAM : R.M.BORDE &

                                        SANGITRAO S. PATIL, JJ.

        DATE    : 14th  December, 2016

PER COURT:

The  petitioner  is  objecting  to  the  decision  dated 

22.11.2016,  passed  by  the  learned  Member,  Maharashtra 

Administrative  Tribunal,  Aurangabad,  setting  aside  the 

appointment order issued in favour of petitioner, appointing her as 

a Police Patil.  

2 One  of  the  conditions  incorporated  in  the 

advertisement,  for  being eligible  to participate in the  process  of 

selection,  was  that  the  candidate,  desirous  of  securing 

employment,  shall  not  hold  the  office  of  Member  of  Village 

Panchayat and shall not be in employment in a private or semi-

Government establishment.

3 The  petitioner  was  holding  the  post  of  Member  of 

Village  Panchayat  at  the  time  of  continuation  of  process  of 

selection.  In view of violation of Condition No.6 incorporated in the 
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advertisement, petitioner is ineligible to participate in the process 

of selection and as such, the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 

was  justified  in  setting  aside  the  appointment  order  issued  in 

favour of the petitioner. Apart  from  this,  it  is  revealed  that 

petitioner  was  holding  the  post  of  “Prerika” under  Lokshikshan 

Centre, Sanglewadi.     

4 We have perused the order passed by the Maharashtra 

Administrative  Tribunal  in  Original  Application  No.352  of  2016. 

We  do  not  find  any  infirmity  in  the  impugned  order  and  the 

reasons recorded by the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal are 

reasonable and proper.

5 In exercise of extraordinary jurisdiction of this Court 

under Article 226 of the Constitution, no interference is called for. 

Petition is devoid of merit.

6 Writ Petition stands dismissed.

 

 

      (SANGITRAO S. PATIL)         (R.M.BORDE)
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