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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 3136 OF 2017

Dhairyashil Yashwantrao Kasbe ..    Petitioner

Versus

The Union of India and others ..    Respondents

Shri Nanabhau R. Thorat, Advocate for the Petitioner.

Mrs. Deepali Jage Ansingkar, Standing Counsel for the 

Respondent No. 1 - absent.

CORAM : S. V. GANGAPURWALA AND

K. L. WADANE, JJ.

    DATE : 09TH MARCH, 2017.

PER COURT :

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

that,  the  draw  conducted  for  allotment  of  Retail  Outlet 

Dealership is not proper.  The petitioner had filed an objection 

and had  requested  for  video  shooting.   The  objection  was  not 

decided and directly draws were held.  According to the learned 

counsel the chit should have been taken out by a child.  The same 

was also not done.  The officers of the respondent/corporation had 

only  taken  out  the  chit.   The  same  is  illegal.   They  were 

interested in selecting the respondent No. 5.  The petitioner has 

raised objections in all these respects.  The same are not decided. 

The draw process dated 29.12.2016 deserves to be quashed and 
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set aside.

2. The  selection is  made by draw.   The  averments  are  not 

substantiated by the material on record.  There is no provision 

for  conducting  video  shooting,  nor  any  rules  are  pointed  out 

which states that the chit has to be taken out by a child.  It is by 

luck the party is selected.  The respondent No. 5 appears to be 

more lucky than the petitioner.  

3. Considering  the  above,  writ  petition  is  disposed  of.   No 

costs.

 [ K. L. WADANE, J. ]                     [ S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J. ]
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