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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

961 WRIT PETITION NO. 3544 OF 2025

ARUN NAGNATH CHAVAN AND OTHERS
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA 
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY AND OTHERS

…

AND
965 WRIT PETITION NO. 3551 OF 2025

VILAS DATTATRAY GURME AND OTHERS
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA 
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY AND OTHERS

…

Advocate for the Petitioners in both WPs : Mr. S. B. Bhosale 
Addl.GP for Respondent Nos. 1 & 2 : Mr. M. M. Nerlikar 

(in WP/3544/2025)
AGP for Respondent Nos. 1 & 2 : Mr. M. K. Goyanka 

(in WP/3551/2025)
Advocate for Respondent Nos. 3 and 4 in both WPs : Mr. P. R. Tandale

…

CORAM :
 

 MANGESH S. PATIL &
 Y. G. KHOBRAGADE, JJ.

DATE :  13.03.2025

PER COURT :

. Leave  granted  to  amend  the  petitions,  including  the

prayer clauses.
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2. It is a matter regarding counting of the seniority of the

petitioners,  who  have  been  transferred  mutually,  in  light  of

Rule  6(8)(ii)  of  the  Maharashtra  Zilla  Parishads  District  Services

(Recruitment)  Rules,  1967.  The  petitioners  are  before  us,  being

anxious  that  their  representations  for  considering  the  seniority  in

accordance  with  the  aforementioned  rule  to  be  taken  into

consideration for ensuing intra-district transfer for the year 2025-26,

being undertaken by respondent - Zilla Parishad.

3. After  hearing  the  parties  for  sometime  in  the  first

session, considering the fact that tomorrow is the last date when the

data is to be uploaded, we had requested the learned advocate for

Zilla  Parishad  to  take  instructions  as  regards  the  petitioners’

representations. After having taken such instructions, when we take

up  the  matter  at  the  bottom  of  the  board,  he  informs  that  the

representations have been turned down on the ground that the clause

of  Rule 6(8)(ii)  is  not  applicable  and it  is  clause  No.  (iii)  that  is

applicable.

4. We  adjourn  the  matter  to  17.03.2025  expecting

respondent  –  the  Education  Officer  to  file  affidavit  and  copies  of

these orders by Monday, i.e. 17.03.2025.

(Y. G. KHOBRAGADE, J.) (MANGESH S. PATIL, J.)
jhs/
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