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1 0O.A. No. 612 of 2017

MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 612/2017 (D.B.)

Swapnil S/o Bhaurao Salankar,
Aged about 31 years, Occ. Student,
R/o Block No. G-132,

N.LT. Colony, Near K.D.K. College,
Vyanketesh Nagar,

Nagpur-440 009.

Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,

Medical Education and Drugs Department,

Mantralaya, Mumbai- 400 001.

The Directorate of Medical,

Education and Research,

CET CELL, St. George’s Hospital Compound,
Opp. Govt. Dental College Building,

Near Chhatrapati Shivaji Terminus,

(CST), Mumbai-400 001.
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3) Rajendra S/o Wasudevrao Shendre,
Aged about 31 years, Occu. Service (Artist),

At Government Medical College,

Chandrapur.
Respondents
Shri P.S.Sahare, 1d. Advocate for the applicant.
Shri S.A.Deo, 1d. C.P.O. for the respondents.
None for the R-3.
Coram :- Hon’ble Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice-Chairman &

Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (]).

JUDGMENT
Judgment is reserved on 09t Nov., 2022.

Judgment is pronounced on 21st Dec., 2022.
(Per:-Member (]))

Heard Shri P.S.Sahare, learned counsel for the applicant and Shri

S.A.Deo, learned C.P.O. for the Respondents 1 and 2. None for the R-3.

2. Relevant facts, stated chronologically, are as follows.
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In response to the advertisement dated 04.07.2014 (A-2) the
applicant submitted application (A-3) online for the post of
Artist from Open category.

In A-2 three posts of Artist were advertised — one from Open
category and two from Scheduled Caste category.

It is the stand of the applicant that since there was no post
reserved for 0.B.C. category to which he belongs, he applied
from Open category.

In continuation of the advertisement dated 04.07.2014,
advertisement dated 27.10.2014 (A-R-7) was issued. It reads

as under :-
WHAAA AB1 - 3 /3E - Aaolldlced Ug $RAAE sufga
dif>es a st (genmest/ fftes Jast ue)

AT ATANAAE SMUATRTHAE ST ARTD R derehtd AZHdIe=
a SO, QDB S ARZREAT @ SO, 3TRTA UAD, R s SAR!
FAFedid WA Rad ug (aot-3/91e -a6) el udan 835e +RAAE A
FRCAH [Gai 08.00.2098 st suEIA ufHes v e glet. Ao
SRR 3B SHGAR N HAeTgal 3161 AR HDARIBEAR ATGR

el gl

A1 SUEAAlEaR IACA QA 2HA o0 .. AR 093 /.
B.388/HEI-2/093/95 -7, [&.28/019/2098 FAR UG RVMHAEN A&

Dolell 3R, AR TG N21eb a AASID AT ABNAUAIN (FEHRN)
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AT AN U9 AR FHRUATA 3 3. aAd A Frot .aRfiRi 209%/3.
B.R9§ -U/R098/96-7, f8.28/019/2098 FAR faver AwmRwmast - 31 (aw
-31) AU B AT 3leg! Jaoell EHH 9§ a § TAD R3T W] BROATA
M 3R, TR 3EFSA [Gaids 08/09/2098 T SMRAGR  eActEat

APTIS 315 Yogl AT AWMD HHAUTA 313

Al AACEER Gelics 08/0(9/209%8 ISR SRR IEHAS

3ditIep (UQUABR) a difsies oreidllat (aot-3 /oe-b) fafaer ueied dAdazis

www.dmerexam.com d? 3(6{ delcdl Ad IASARIE BRI Ad B,

et @R FGetelclt IR RRAR Ut Faret 316t wA@l. A 316t gdid

Jdoaa (www.dmerexam.com) @RE@AEI @ AT S

AaEe= www.dmer.org A JbaRIGER FHREl. AL 36t detel

SRGERIATIR T T U Selell IRTAR Jea1 A AFAACR 3161 S 2eheiiet.
AL SAERIR T IHTARTE AT U3 b HRetet 313, Rfstt LT db

36 gigar=n daven actean Udtasta Journal 1.D./ Transaction L.D.
FHD S M. Al AAE Yeh IRTAR EATDBA TG 5 IRAR
T 3061 AR Bdlel Alell JAAAAAA AbazAAR fectean g
gRADBAI JTFAR 3G YeTh T b (b SSAHEN RN B,

AR AR 361 HRUAR A [€.30.90.2098 TRFA A [&.90.99.

R09% WA 3ME. AEAR elcAl SEl AR Bell SUR @l AT HAIA

el 3R Td AfEd Jacetc=en www.dmer.org 1 ADARIBER

3UETe 3. AT R AeHidlet goia Al 3at. waer ot (Bl khse) faawm,
udetan et a o, Gecnamadt afgd dasteem Rea et A=,

WETE 3ARIGH, IRG! YT dedldest A== www.dmer.org 21
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TADARIBR Tl S, T SATARTH ATEA: BoAvATd AR ATg!.
JAAAAR ADARIBIA dBldedl He el MEad AR STAEERY
SACART R, 3161 HRUAE! e ARRA [8.909.99.209% 3R @, dadd
I HRUAE 3fcliA FHad [8.9%.99.2098 3R, FAGR Yeh TBR VR

AE A 3R 3G [T FEUA A ARSI A,

AYe AdbaRies www.dmerexam.com @R Helell 36 GAREA

HA SR AL, &&tieh 08.09.2098 AshEn TR AT 36 Dot

q e T 3HGARTA A www.dmer.org 356t & S dl el

TG 3 JEE. A SRR el fecteen Afgat gRaediat 3@a a
Ul 3PARFAT d FBH Bl 361 HAAL 3 3AGARTE 361 HFal TR
TARA A FEIHTSA TR ARG AF.

QAR AR SRR 3T el 361 dbetedl d Yeeh
NN IAARTE ARG AT SERAGAR 316 AGR A HedA A Gal 3Rt
e Wd Bl SUR @, d Al A& Well TARA U AR A,
B (TRIER) 1@ El Gad A Edidoid M- HIg qEAA
A 3. difies Ut A HIGA ISR A ARAALRA 32, 36
TR Ufp IAAEA IAED BURIE! UBRA AU SUSTAL
@RABA! AR AN, A1 AqAACRIOA AUM-AT FHIAE ARAAL 31

TBRAT SR AE. AT SUEAAGR AP 3Mciel 3161 & Dddh

www.dmer.org € JADRABERA TAA. AGAE  ADATAB

www.dmerexam.com g 1 ufEAAE iftiga e a1 AbaRIBER

SRS 3161 Do d UGB JAHSIR Adlal.
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Admit card (at Pg. 61) was issued to the applicant. He

appeared for the written test. It was held on 01.03.2015.

On 10.04.2015 revised provisional merit list (A-5) was
published. Name of the applicant, who had applied from the
Open category, did not feature in this list. One Gajanan
Peherkar was selected from Open category having scored
highest marks i.e. 74. From 0.B.C. category R-3 who had

scored 58 marks was declared to be eligible.
By communication dated 30.05.2015 (A-6) it was informed :-

“ FAANAARN MEURHCAA ARADBA deb /e AN a
JAdla Hooet, R UAD, IR b2 SAE! ARATe doi-3/9e-b
(qites) Aaoidicl At Rad ug sRERE! W AT Ta® Gais 09
A 094 AT TAETATA- WS -2098 £t el uRan 3niisia woaa
3ell g1t A1 ulgian 3iaid feieptat festics 90 v, 2099 AGh JdbdwiBER

ST{ER B 31 3R,

FeR el uRgen sEgvone fafds daolidie Rad usia Aawaset
FrraEar @ 3Rcarid gt searet Raa ueizn #wifea sacarE=n
A  UAUUAE  USAGUR g0 3(@eAB 3@, ABedl
TAZEEACA-AE=EL-2098 =0 Azt gRAdAA FAgar BAIB 0.2 JAR

FEIA qadelld F9E Detet AsA uEct FAi® (S.M.L.) wiaen 3hcar

1 AW (UGAH) JAR FAIHG Dol [GAIBA d 3G Deiedl dos! AU
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UESAGURAE Bad M-l Jaolidicl 3RGaRE 3uRd wBE. St 3RTAR
YU USAGUIAG! SRR FGiet 3Ll SHGARE Jvdatl AGHE SRESR
FHASTA AgA 3 Frgade sfasna @izn afawEn far den s g
AR A IATARTE BT Gig 2,

RG - ARAEEE, MWRIAARMA [datw1, e aRId e
ARG a@ IR .50 FG FoE, HRIBGB!, FHIF 800 00¢ AT RIBER
JAUTS USAGURAG! Jcliel A0l (TEAEHAe) USHARAAR 3G

el A IUE BA(D (S.M.L.) Aelet wad - gaoiidiet 3AGaR

goik 3B .”

So far as the post of Artist was concerned it was specified :-

25A | Artist | Open to all reserve | 1 7 | Afternoon
category session
candidates 13.06.2015
SC 1 23 | 2:00 pm to
4:00 pm

On 01.08.2016 a public notice (A-7) was published stating

therein as follows:-

SufER Jaen .
WBAA To1-3 (e-) (dibiep) Haotidict ue AR
el ufial peEstv AT -HeaRel- 2098
Il AR SMETRHATEAA 2ARADBII B /S AR a

JAcla oo, R UAD, IR bz AR AR dot-3/91e-b
(difep) Faoidlet AAAAN ReFd U2 +HRETHE AT AAHAAAAD [&=tics 09

A, 094 AT TAZETATA-WSRIE - 2099 & Fel uRan rifea wvaa
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et gldt. W uletar 3aR7 T fKais 90 viiw, 099 Ash
AACACTR HBARIBIAR SER BRI T 3 R B EAR Sete=ll
A UAUUS USAGUISHA AR delell Fasdel AbaRIGR Ulies delell
33, A1 uReRAE SNigR detedl Red ueir A& fetaselicicl UBl 3ATaRIds
IUEAFAR TR BRUATA 3Tt 3E.

RIAGA BBA BlE! AdNAA BlEt Yaoid Rad us uciel Sctett
3RPA it A i@ Fied dREE 3Ed did, USABURAG! sictdetc=l

3ATARIGA HE AT NMALABATHAR U 3HGAR U B3 bt AB.

AHB GoIct BBt SRR Hgs THAUUS USATBIMNAS! Sieiavid Ad 3.

HIAA TASSTATA- AT - 2098 = Atfgelt gRAD AGE BB
9.2 AR FAE(A qFAA 3G Delel A oA FAe (S.M.L.) (wast
ottt A (CAT S.M.L.) aieg) TRiden 3REaRE @I Aol (T&aEH)

FHAR 3G Bolcl (DR d G Delc dos! TAUUH TSABIRAG! Bk
-1 TNl SHIAR{ 3uRRAA @M. o 3ASAR TAUS USATBUIAS
IRESR Bl 31N IHGARIA IIAT AEHE IRFSR AT At 30

Fgade sifasna &in afamn Tear ot SR @ Al Jd 3HGaR{E

HeTelE slig =,

So far as the post of Artist was concerned, it was further
specified :-

25A | Artist | OBC | 8 20 | Day-1
Afternoon Session
09.08.2016 02:00 p.m.
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As per public notice (A-7) the applicant remained present on
09.08.2016 at the appointed place for verification of
documents as in the examination he had scored 64 marks, he
stood at Sr. No. 9 in the merit list and belonged to O.B.C.
category. However, his documents were not verified against
which he submitted the objection (A-8) stating therein as

under :-

“Tt 3teler 3nuuiA KEd 3t Bl @Y, AR, Jaad B a
Jelerd, FHag 3ol quend A-AT TAGSITATH-ASTIYL-2098 AT el
UREAYA Hl ‘BAGBR’ AL TERAG! JcA TAOUGE 361 30al ufRen et giet.
TR qRaHAA A 3l gga AUl &8 IO USAH. Al TS VA AGA AR

PHdHib 0] AL 3.

A 3R #Ht 3R Feela™ 3u7 ghsdl @i, sae ‘BedR” A
Tl SfEd ufies el e AR UG g ‘e Faotiesial seifduena snet
B, D A FE FANGE 36t vt uRal fielt. AR 3ua @i 09.0¢.
R09¢ sl ABDBUAAGR ‘BABR’ 2 U8 ‘THE@ Al YAoNBNAl ABNA
TRANTIE et 33, AR U NEABUA Al UERA IPEcl AR
3EFAD 0C d R0 FHGRAR IATARE HOEUN  TSAGBUHBAA
A 3. TR A BDBAAHEN FHE Dl FH(DEAR AR IUET
FHI® 0% IR B d Ht ARR 5 YA FTHE IRIEHS Al
{Galice 0R.0¢.R09§ AN BEEUA USABUBAA URRAA AEAl. W AE

HIEUS! USATAUN STell 3. AT BEIRUS! USAAU Bl AR Sigt, A Fell
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Alowad 3el. Hl JUEc AEHALR HHA(B 0] aR S Jeal AR BRI

USdTeault Siell STt AEE Al 1&g 313, "

In response to his application (A-9) filed under the R.T.I. Act

the applicant was informed, vide A-10, as under :-

‘Wl IR 3EESR SUUA BB Ad S, 3

THAESTATA-ASRE-2098 AT TRA3MANA ‘BABR’ USRS Tden el
B, AR UNAA 3G HRABN TS UM T.ALA. 3RV AHG DA A@a.
ARD 3RS PR AR R3O AH [FHIAR 3Ea 3R 3G
FRO 3ALAD T, AAMW, 3TSAA RSV TG Dot TRARA A BIIG FcR
omr @, & T@ vAESiuara-AMecgdt-2098 A wdig=n Afged
RSB RIHA FAD 8.3 M@ HRoTd 3Mell 3. AT MU TG

A ‘S AL 3R T DA AATR TALA. RO HRAE

3 faER AuR A"

The applicant sought information under the R.T.I. Act about
selection of Gajanan Peherkar. Copy of Pehekar’s online

application was supplied to the applicant.

The Appellate Authority under the R.T.. Act, by
communication dated 27.01.2017 (A-13), informed the

applicant as under :-

“aR G DeicA ECABAIGHAR MUY AW DeAEAR 3ucTeel 3Rttt

AfgA uefawEa 3melel 3R, g, o afgdla 3must JAsens s
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FAHACATS U AR Detedl el S SR X U3 AR e 3t&iid
3uiRa detcl FIAd Afgal AqEEe™ 6@ 30.99.209€ A uHEE

3UUIA 0T 3MTett A STt Atz IR Al JUTE B,

JR JFAaia 3EERr ft Aew: ARl UM AT deAgAR st
T gaiRE UgieR A SREARE JdQl 3El Ud ekt 3 Wy
Aaceterre aRAdt SR Dol 3RTaREN A sft WgRaR Al aid
AAAE asFAIA d HA 3Nt AEE AR B

AEEAd FEAR FHRART o6 Allgdl MEBR A=t T Dt D,
AAATE JAA S, 098 AA - (ditd) Adotdiadt Raa ud

ROTRAG! el uRatt SiER Het 3RTARIBIA AL 36t AL Bl d,

ULNADIA BRI AR RSl 358 BRI 3Mell. AGaaR Hg Algsk, R09%
AL T el uRaN SlER HHaA Yeat 3t ABIATIA 3Tt Bl A TARA
APTACEN UALN 3T Sl 3661 AGR Het gid el Gog! 316! AR BT
JAE AL JAEACRIE UTHes detell fGaties 209.90.2098 21 SR v

EA R AWSH WA FEA IEGAR 3AGART A& HAacTsiierze

ADRABER iHEE B0 3Meil. Al ACIHE olid adcdE st IslEE

FgiiRa tges Attt Aaesiernd JAus AL Ui Deicl AMSHFAR Fael

3161 AR DA Alell Ae Jelt usan vl Helt 2w 3tett a a ulsiz=n

IIUEcl TGN IONEBH YA HHADER M.

The communication further stated :-

“3EERE URRA Dol HZAEFAR d IEERE deledl [WEagAR

featies 209.90.2098 Asht ATANATE TAZSTATA-MNSTI-2099 A1 el
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uf¥gideatia ufdtes dalct sufEAdil ud 3MEleRA 3Ucteel Bhel T R

QoA A 3.

On 16.08.2017 the applicant filed this original application.

By judgment and order dated 08.08.2019 (A-15) the original

application was dismissed by observing inter alia as follows:-

“7. As per the condition no. 5.3 it was necessary for the
applicant to mention his Caste in the online application and
whether he was belonging to OBC, but the applicant avoided to
do so. It is contention of the applicant that when the
advertisement was published, there was no post available for
OBC, therefore, he applied under the Open quota. In this
regard we would like to point out that had applicant
mentioned his caste in the online application, then also the
respondents were bound to consider him as candidate of Open
category though he was belonging to OBC category. Secondly,
the applicant has specifically mentioned that he was not
possessing non creamy layer certificate. As per Annex-A-3
clause-6 it was clear that a candidate belonging to creamy
layer amongst the categories C to | must note that the
provision of reservation is not applicable to him/ her. A

candidate claiming benefit of reservation under the categories
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C to | above, will be required to produce non creamy layer
certificate as specified in the G.R. No.CBC/10/2008/ pra. kra.
697/Mavak/ dated 3/1/2009. It is pertinent to note that the
OBC category was covered under clauses C to ], therefore it
was must for the applicant to mention in the online
application form that he was possessing non creamy layer
certificate. After considering this aspect of the matter, it seems
that the applicant specifically mentioned in his application
that he was not OBC candidate. As the applicant did not
mention in his online application that he was of OBC (caste)
and he mentioned that he was not holding non creamy layer
certificate, therefore, apparently it does not lie in the mouth of
the applicant, that there is an illegality committed by the

respondent in selecting the respondent no. 3.”

Being aggrieved by the judgment and order dated
08.08.2019 passed by this Tribunal the applicant filed

W.P.No. 6612/2019.

In W.P. No. 6612/2019 the Hon’ble Bombay High Court

passed the following order on 21.12.2020 (A-17):-

“2) After going through the documents filed along with the

petition, we came across one document, which is an
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application made by the petitioner to the respondent no.2 on
9/8/2016. This application indicates that the petitioner had
exercised his option to avail of social reservation benefit under
“Other Backward Classes” category and it further shows that
the petitioner had also given reason for not availing of this
benefit at the time when he had made his first application. It
appears to us that this application has not been considered in
any manner by the respondent no. 2 and even Maharashtra

Administrative Tribunal.

3) Prima facie we find that the “Other Backward Class” claim
made by the petitioner subsequently through the application
dated 9/8/2016 ought to have been considered by respondent
nos.1 and 2. We would request the learned Assistant
Government Pleader to seek necessary instructions in the
matter and file a detailed reply of respondent nos.1 and 2 as
regards what they did on receipt of the application dated
09/08/2016 and what was the reason for not entertaining this
application. We expect that at least now respondent nos.1 and

2 would accept this application.”

By order dated 28.01.2021 W.P. No. 6612/2019 was

disposed of by directing this Tribunal as under:-
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“5. In view of the order passed dated 21 December 2020; we
are of the opinion that the matter needs to be remanded to the
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal in the light of the above

order to reconsider the application.

6. The Writ Petition is disposed of by quashing and setting
aside the impugned order dated 08 August 2019 and restoring
the Original Application No.612 of 2017 on the file of the
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal, Nagpur to be disposed
of as per law. It is open to the Petitioner to request the

Tribunal for early disposal of the Application upon remand.”

On 19.03.2021 this Tribunal which was then being presided
over only by one of us passed the order (A-21) that the
matter be put up (before the Bench for considering grant of

interim relief) as and when Division Bench was available.

The applicant filed W.P. No. 1743/2021 against the order

dated 19.03.2021 passed by this Tribunal.

W.P. No. 1743/2021 was disposed of on 19.07.2021 (A-22)

by directing this Tribunal as follows:-

“Accordingly, we relegate the petitioner to the Maharashtra

Administrative Tribunal, Nagpur by modifying the order dated



16 0O.A. No. 612 of 2017

19.3.2021 and directing the Single Bench of Maharashtra
Administrative Tribunal, Nagpur to hear the petitioner on

admission and interim relief, if any, in accordance with law.”

On 25.08.2021 this Tribunal passed the order (A-24) issuing

the directions as under:-

“11. The respondent nos. 1 & 2 are directed to consider the
letter dated 09.08.2016 (A-A-8, Pg. No. 71) of the applicant
and decide his case as per Law, Rules and Regulations of the
Government. The Id. counsel for the applicant has some
objections about documents placed by Id. C.P.O. but as a
matter of fact, to make the issue clear documents are required

to be placed on record.”

By communication dated 15.09.2021 (A-25) respondent no.

2 informed the applicant as follows :-

“FAl. RN R @ sEuets tuen fG@isw 0R.oc¢.

09§ st fdester géiet uam! o goend A 31,

MUV TAZECATA-WSTIR-2098 A1 TRAAA BeBR  UST

TN feetelt Bl TR UGl 36t RN MU FEAl Hdolgel 3661 AR Bl

Blal. AHEA AU FALA. Ao 3R AHZE Dot ABA. AMGAGIABIAA

Frew Fai® 3.3 AL 3RTARE TR A RS AHT B @ALAF 3@,

SR 3ATARE TN 3SUA 3R @ Dl @, R AdHA SHIAR
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JRRUME! BEE! FHAR AR, & old TASHTATH-Ae=El-2098

TG Al GBI G HRUAE IMElt Bl AEB UM 36 ARR

HAdo! 3. ALA. 3RSV AHE Dol TRACAE MATIA 3. H.d. RQIME T3 adl

JUIR gL

W.  Being aggrieved by the communication dated 15.09.2021 (A-

25) the applicant filed W.P. No. 4012/2021 (A-26).

X. W.P.N0.4012/2021 was disposed of by passing the order

dated 15.06.2022 (A-27) as under:-

“4. Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of with liberty to
the petitioner to challenge the communication dated
15.9.2021 before the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal.
Since the Original Application is of the year 2017, the same
shall be considered and decided expeditiously. All points raised

in this writ petition are kept open.”

3. In the aforestated background we proceed to decide the original

application.

4. Shri Sahare, ld. Counsel for the applicant made the following

submissions:-
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(i) The applicant applied from Open category only because in
the advertisement (dated 04.07.2014) no post of Artist was

reserved from the 0.B.C. category to which he belongs.

(ii)  Only on the ground that the applicant had not mentioned his

caste as O0.B.C. his claim could not have been rejected.

(iii) For additional posts which were subsequently sought to be

filed up fresh advertisement ought to have been issued.

(iv) In view of public notice dated 01.08.2016 (A-7) documents
of the applicant ought to have been verified since his name was in

the merit list at Sr. No. 9 and he was eligible

(v) While rejecting claim of the applicant Clause 7.2 in the

advertisement (which reads as under) was not considered:-

“7.2 Merit List:- The provisional Merit List will be prepared
on the basis of marks scored in the MEDSS-CWT 2014 Examination
and information given by the candidate in online application form.
Final State Merit List Number will be given only to the limited
number of candidates in the proportion of available seats, in 1:5
ratio. This final Merit List will be prepared only after scrutiny of the
documents & verification of claims made by the candidate in the

application form. If the available candidates as per the above ratio
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from the Final State Merit List are exhausted then further candidates
from the provisional Merit List will be called for scrutiny and

verification of claims to prepare subsequent Merit List.”

(vi) Clause 5.3 in the advertisement reads as under:-

“5.3 The candidates desirous of claiming the constitutional
and/or specified reservations must have claimed the same in the
original online application form, failing which the claim will not be
entertained subsequently. A candidate belonging to backward class
from Maharashtra state only is eligible for claiming seat under
reserved category. A candidate belonging to backward class from
other than Maharashtra State is not eligible for claiming the seat

under reserve category.”

Placing implicit reliance on Clause 5.3 to reject claim of the
applicant was bad in law. By acting in this manner respondent no.
2 defeated the constitutional mandate of equality of opportunity in

public employment.

Respondents 1 & 2 resisted the application mainly on the grounds

that the applicant had applied from Open category, as per Clause 5.3 of

the advertisement the applicant could not subsequently claim benefit of

consideration of his claim from O.B.C. Category and though he had an
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opportunity to apply again, in response to the advertisement dated
27.10.2004 (A-R-7), from O.B.C. Category he did not avail it and for these

reasons the original application is liable to be dismissed.

6. We have elaborately set out the facts about which there is no
dispute. We have reproduced the advertisement dated 27.10.2014 (A-R-

7). In this advertisement it was clearly stated :-

“@R 315t DelcA! A 3RCARIE BT Ad &Y, el a2 Tecietell R0

R wigat steE 36! wRar”

“Agdl 31 Deledl IRGAREAAREA A B Selcll 3REAR JEaT Al

fpAAE! 315t b Abatet.”

Aforequoted contents of the advertisement show that the applicant
had an opportunity to again apply for the post of Artist from 0.B.C.
category since reservation for this category for the post of Artist was
subsequently provided. The applicant did not avail this opportunity. On
09.08.2016 he insisted for verification of his documents. His documents
were not verified because the only application for the post of Artist made
by him was from Open category. This being the position Clause 5.3 of the
advertisement was clearly attracted. Had the applicant submitted
another application in response to the advertisement dated 27.10.2014

from 0.B.C. category, the Authorities would have been bound to verify his
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documents and consider his claim on its own merits. This did not happen

because the applicant himself was remiss.

7. In view of discussion made hereinabove the original application

fails and is dismissed with no order as to costs.

(M.A.Lovekar) (Shree Bhagwan)
Member(J) Vice Chairman
aps

Dated - 21 /12/2022
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[ affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word to word

same as per original Judgment.

Name of Steno : Akhilesh Parasnath Srivastava.
Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Vice Chairman

& Hon’ble Member (J).
Judgment signed : 21/12/2022.

on and pronounced on

Uploaded on : 22/12/2022.



