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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1090/2023(S.B.)

Ms. Pinki D/o Jaichand Rathod,
aged about 28 Year, Occ.: Household,
R/o Khapa Tanda Tah. Katol,

Dist. Nagpur.

Applicant.

Versus

1) The State of Maharashtra,
through its Secretary,
Home Department,

Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.

2) Sub-Divisional Magistrate and Chairmen,
Recruitment of Police Patil Committee — 2023,

At- Katol, Dist. Nagpur.

3) The Collector/ District Magistrate,
Civil Lines, Nagpur - 440001.

4) Sau. Aruna w/o Vijay Chavhan,
Aged 33 year, Occ. Not known,
R/o Khapa Tanda Tah. Katol,
Dist. Nagpur. 441103.

Respondents
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Shri Y.N.Thengre, Ld. Counsel for the applicant.
Shri S.A.Sainis, Ld. P.O. for the respondents.

Coram:-Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).
Dated: - 6" March, 2024.

JUDGMENT

Judgment is reserved on 5"March, 2024.

Judgment is pronounced onGthMarch, 2024.

Heard Shri Y.N.Thengre, learned counsel for the applicant
and Shri S.A.Sainis, learned P.O. for the respondents.
2. In response to proclamation dated 02.05.2023 (Annexure A-
1), the applicant and respondent no.4 both applied for the post of Police
Patil of Village Khapa Tanda which was reserved for Woman (Open)
category. The applicant as well as respondent no.4 cleared written
examination and they were called for interview. Total marks secured in
these examinations viz. written and oral — by the applicant and
respondent no.4 were 55 and 56.6, respectively. It is the sole contention
of the applicant that she should have been considered for appointment
to the post in preference to respondent no.4 because of her higher
educational qualification, in view of G.R. dated 22.08.2014 (Annexure A-

6) issued by the HomeDepartment, Government of Maharashtra.
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According to the applicant, she has completed Graduation whereas
respondent no.4 has not done so and she is less educated. It is
submitted that so far order of appointment has not been issued to
respondent no.4. The applicant asserts that she should be appointed to
the post of Police Patil of Village Khapa Tanda.

3. Stand of respondent no.2 is that selection process was
meticulously carried out, the applicant scored less marks than
respondent no.4, this being the case the applicant would not derive any
benefit from G.R. dated 22.08.2014, and hence, on 08.09.2023
appointment order has been issued to respondent no.4.

4, Clause -5 of G.R. dated 22.08.2014 on which the applicant

desires to rely, reads as under-

9. SACANT AT 0T HSTeam.
qOMECT  AEHANS  aleT  fohar  camdeTm 3R
3ACAR FAT 0T YRUT HAT IFcAe, R IR 3ACIRET

IUTdccl A Wiellel [AhNaR HATR olldell STl :-

¢. Il Uled™ aRd;

. AT I HIGT IEIATT 3TaH eTiepra 3w Ao
37EdT YRUT UM 3AEAR : AT}
3. AT AfFe TS 3ACIR; ATAR

Y. I SASS IACAN.
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5. The aforequoted clause will not be applicable because
respondent no.4 and the applicant have not secured same marks.
Respondent no.4 secured 56.6 marks whereas the applicant secured 55
marks.

6. Thus, the O.A. lacks merit. It is accordingly dismissed with

no order as to costs.

(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J)

Dated — 06/03/2024
rsm.
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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 : Raksha Shashikant Mankawde
Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Member (J).
Judgment signed on : 06/03/2024.

and pronounced on

Uploaded on : 06/03/2024.
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