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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

16 WRIT PETITION NO.2520 OF 2023
VISHNU ASHOK BODAKE AND OTHERS
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA THROUGH SECRETARY
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION AND REHABILITATION AND
OTHERS

Mr N. R. Thorat, Advocate for Petitioners;
Mr S. P. Tiwari, A.G.P. for Respondents/State

CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE
AND
SANJAY A. DESHMUKH, JJ.

DATE : 6th March, 2023

PER COURT:

1. These seven Petitioners desire employment on the
basis of ‘Project Affected Person’ Certificates. They pray that
their representations dated 26/04/2019, 28/08/2020 and

18/01/2021, be considered on their own merits.

2. The learned A.G.P. points out a communication dated
09/06/2022, by which, the claim of Petitioner No.5 - Ashok
Raosaheb Bodake, Vijay Jadhav and other persons set out therein,
cannot be considered for direct appointment. The impugned order

indicates that, project affected person can be considered from the
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5% reservation quota available at the time of recruitment of the

employees.

3. The conclusion of the Sub Divisional Officer vide the

order dated 09/06/2022, reads as under :-
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4. The learned Advocate for the Petitioners submits on
specific instructions that, each of these Petitioners are now
praying for their engagement on contractual basis on the strength
of their ‘Project Affected Person’ Certificates and they would

never request any Authority or Instrumentality or file any Writ
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Petition in this Court, seeking conversion of their contractual

engagement into permanent employment.

5. In view of the above statement, which will bind the
Petitioners, this petition is disposed off, with the direction that,
Respondent Nos.2 and 3 may consider the representations of the
Petitioners, only for the purpose of considering their cases for
appointment on contractual basis in view of the statement that,
they would never claim regularization or permanency or benefits,
incidental or consequential to permanency, by gaining entry as

contractual employees.

(SANJAY A. DESHMUKH, J.) (RAVINDRA V. GHUGHE, J.)
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