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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
NAGPUR BENCH, AT NAGPUR.

WRIT PETITION NO.2725 OF 2026

Mrs Shital W/o Pradip Chawariya, Imamwada, Nagpur
Vs.
State of Maharashtra, Thr. Principal Secretary, Public Health Dept. New Mantralaya, Fort,
Mumbai and ors.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders

Shri Narendra D. Thombre, Advocate for petitioner.
Shri N. S. Rao, Assistant Government Pleader for respondents.

CORAM: ANIL S.KILOR AND RAJ D. WAKODE, J].
DATED : 6" April, 2026

Heard Shri N. D. Thombre, learned counsel for the petitioner.

2. Shri N. S. Rao, learned Assistant Government Pleader appears

for the respondents

3. The petitioner secks challenge to the impugned judgment
dated 17/04/2025 passed by the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Nagpur in O.A. No.639/2023. The learned Tribunal has dismissed
the aforesaid O.A. by giving a reasoned finding in paragraph 12 of the
aforesaid judgment which read thus :

“12. The applicant was appointed on the post of Sweeper as per
order dated 13/11/2018. Till the cancellation of appointment order,
the applicant did not join at Gadchiroli. The cancellation of
appointment order is dated 16/01/2024. It is clear that for about
six years, the applicant not joined at the place of posting at
Gadchiroli. The applicant herself has given consent for posting at
Gadchiroli. The applicant has given in writing that she is ready to
join anywhere. Therefore, it cannot be said that the applicant was
not aware about the consent given by her. She has signed on the
paper in English. After the appointment order, the applicant
without joining at the place of posting made several
representations. The applicant should have joined first at the place
of posting and thereafter she should have made representations.
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Without joining at the place of posting at Gadchiroli, the applicant
made several representations. For about six years she did not join at
Gadchiroli. The applicant herself had given consent for posting at
Gadchiroli. Now she cannot say that she is not aware about the
contents of document. It appears that the applicant had signed in
English on the said document. Moreover, she had given consent to

be posted anywhere.”

4. Shri Thombre, learned counsel could not point out
any perversity in the aforesaid finding recorded by the

learned Tribunal.
5. In view of aforesaid, there is no merit in the present

writ petition and accordingly the same is dismissed. No

Costs.

(Raj D. Wakode, J.) (Anil S. Kilor, J.)
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