
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.789 OF 2016 
 

(Subject :- Police Patil) 
 
     DISTRICT : AURANGABAD 

Shri Rahul s/o Ramnath Jadhav,  ) 

Age: 29 years, Occu: Agri.,    ) 

R/o: Ranjangaon (Shen Punji),   ) 

Post Ghanegaon, Tal. Gangapur,   ) 

Dist. Aurangabad.     )         …Applicant 
 

                    
 V E R S U S 
 

 

1. The State of Maharashtra,   ) 

 Through Sub-Divisional Officer,  ) 

 Vaijapur-cum-Chairman,   ) 

 Police Patil Recruitment-2015  ) 

 Selection Committee,    ) 

 Vaijapur, Dist. Aurangabad.   ) 

 
2.  Ankush s/o Sahebrao Gore,   ) 

Police Patil, Ranjangaon   ) 

(Shen Punji), Post Ghanegaon,   ) 

Tal. Gangapur. Dist. Aurangabad  )   …Respondents  
 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
 

Shri Avinash S. Deshmukh, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant.  
 
Shri V.R. Bhumkar, learned Presenting Officer for the 
Respondent No.1. 
 

Shri Vishwas B. Wagh, learned Advocate for the Respondent 
No.2. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
 
CORAM            :   B.P. Patil, Member (J).     
                   
 

DATE        :   29.03.2019. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
 
 

O R D E R 
 
 

1.  The Applicant has challenged the selection/ 

appointment of the Respondent No.2 as Police Patil of  village 

Ranjangaon (Shen Punji), Taluka Gangapur, District Aurangabad 

by filing present Original Application and also prayed to direct 

the Respondent No.1 to appoint him as Police Patil of same 

village.  

 

2.  The Applicant is permanent resident of village 

Ranjangaon (Shen Punji), Taluka Gangapur, District 

Aurangabad.  He is belonging to OBC category.  He passed B.A. 

examination.  On 10.03.2016, the Respondent No.1 published 

the proclamation/advisement inviting the applications from 

aspiring eligible candidates for the post of Police Patil of different 

villages in Vaijapur Sub-Division including the post of Police Patil 

of village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  In the proclamation dated 

10.3.2016, it was mentioned that the selection was to be made 
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on the basis of written examination for 80 marks and oral 

interview/ viva voce for 2o marks.     It was one of the mandatory 

condition that the candidate called for oral interview has to 

produce the original documents/certificates regarding 

educational qualification and other required documents for 

verification before appearing for oral interview.  In case of failure 

to produce the same, the candidate will not be considered for oral 

interview.  

 
3.  In pursuance of the proclamation issued by the 

Respondent No.1, the Applicant and other candidates filed their 

application.  The Applicant and Respondent No.2 and other 

candidates participated in the recruitment process.  They 

appeared for the written examination conducted on 17.04.2016.  

The result of the written examination was declared on 

18.04.2016.  The Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and one more 

candidate had been called for oral interview to be held on 

22.04.2016 and 23.04.2016.  The Applicant, Respondent No.2 

and another candidate appeared for oral interview.  The 

Applicant produced the original documents for verification before 

oral interview but the Respondent No.2 had not submitted the 
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original documents/certificate regarding his educational 

qualification and other eligibility.  Thereafter, one Shri Ravindra 

Ramnath Jadhav had raised objection that the Respondent No.2 

had not submitted his non-creamy layer certificate before the oral 

interview and therefore he moved application before the 

Respondent No.1 on 23.04.2016.   But his objection was not 

considered.   He moved another application on 25.04.2016 before 

the Respondent No.1 in writing, but that was also not considered.  

Thereafter, he moved another application on 05.05.2016, but the 

Respondent No.1 had not considered his objection.  It is 

contention of the Applicant that the Respondent No.1 allowed the 

Respondent No.2 to appear for oral interview though he failed to 

produce the necessary documents/certificates for verification 

before the recruitment committee on the date of interview i.e. on 

23.04.2016 before appearing for oral interview.   Because of the 

non production of the documents/certificates, the Respondent 

No.1 ought to have declared the Respondent No.2 as ineligible 

candidate.  But the Respondent No.1 had not declared the 

Respondent No.2 as ineligible and permitted him to appear for 

oral interview illegally.  It is contention of the Applicant that the 

Respondent No.2 was not in possession of caste certificate and 
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non-creamy layer certificate on the date of oral interview i.e. on 

23.04.2016.  The Respondent No.2 collected those certificates on 

26.04.2016 and 29.04.2016.   Therefore, he was not eligible for 

appointment on the post of Police Patil of village Ranjangaon 

(Shen Punji).  But the Respondent No.1 illegally permitted the 

Respondent No.2 to appear for the oral interview and on the 

basis of marks secured by the Respondent No.2, he selected and 

appointed him as Police Patil of village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) 

and issued appointment order on 18.8.2016.  It is contention of 

the Applicant that the act of the Respondent No.1 allowing the 

Respondent No.2 to appear for oral interview without producing 

the original documents/certification before the oral interview for 

verification is illegal and against the terms and conditions 

mentioned in the notification/proclamation.  Therefore, he 

approached this Tribunal and prayed to quash and set aside the 

appointment order of the Respondent No.2 as Police Patil of 

Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) dated 18.8.2016 and also prayed 

to direct the Respondent No.1 to appoint him as Police Patil of 

Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) by allowing the Original 

Application.  
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4.  The Respondent No.1 resisted the contention of the 

Applicant by filing an affidavit-in-reply.    He has not disputed 

the fact that there was proclamation/notification inviting the 

applications from the eligible candidates for 

selection/appointment on the post of Police Patil in different 

Villages of Vaijapur Sib-Division.  He has not disputed the fact 

that the Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and other candidates 

filed application for appointment on the post of Police Patil, 

Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) and they participated in the 

recruitment process.  He has also not disputed the fact that the 

Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and one more candidate had 

been called for oral interview.  He has not disputed the fact that 

the Respondent No.1 issued appointment order dated 

18.08.2016, appointing the Respondent No.2 on the post of Police 

Patil of Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  It is his contention that 

he had selected the Respondent No.2 as Police Patil of Village 

Ranjangaon subject to condition mentioned in the advertisement 

and accordingly issued appointment order dated 18.8.2016.  It is 

his contention that the Respondent No.2 secured 85 marks in 

aggregate out of 100 marks.  He secured highest marks and 

therefore he has been selected as Police Patil of village 
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Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) and accordingly appointment order has 

been issued.  He has not disputed the fact that one candidate 

raised objection regarding non production of original 

certificate/document by Respondent No.2.  It is his contention 

that the said application will be considered in due course.  It is 

his contention that as the Respondent No.2 fulfilled the criteria 

mentioned in the proclamation and as he secured highest mark 

in written and oral examination, he has been selected and 

appointed as Police Patil of village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  

There is no illegality in the impugned order.  Therefore, he prayed 

to reject the Original Application.  

 
5.  The Respondent No.1 had also filed another affidavit-

in-reply and contended that the Respondent No.2 submitted his 

caste certificate on 12.04.2016 issued by the S.D.O., Vaijapur at 

the time of oral interview for verification.  After scrutiny of the 

documents, the scrutiny officer directed the Respondent No.2 to 

submit non-creamy layer certificate and accordingly the 

Respondent No.2 submitted his non-creamy layer certificate.  It is 

his contention that the Applicant has not taken any objection in 

that regard till today but his brother had taken objection on 
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23.04.2016, 25.04.2016 and 05.05.2016 and that too, after time 

limit given in the proclamation.  It is his contention that after 

giving proper opportunity of hearing to the objection petitioner, 

the Respondent No.1 passed the order in that regard on 

28.09.2017.  It is his contention that the committee by fair 

manner completed the selection process, and there is no error in 

the selection process and therefore, he prayed to reject the 

Original Application.   

 
6.  The Respondent No.2 resisted the contention of the 

Application by filing his affidavit-in-reply.  It is his contention 

that he had filed application for appointment on the post of Police 

Patil of Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) in response to the 

proclamation dated 10.3.2016.  He had participated in 

recruitment process.  He had appeared for written examination 

and secured 72 marked out of 80.  He had been called for oral 

interview along with the Applicant and other candidate.  In the 

oral interview he secured 13 marks out of 20.  He secured 

highest marks i.e. 85 marks in aggregate.  As he secured highest 

marks, he has been selected and appointed by the Respondent 

No.1 as Police Patil of village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) w.e.f. 
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18.8.2016.  It is his contention that he is belonging to OBC 

category.  He obtained caste certificate from the Competent 

Authority on 12.4.2016 and produced the same before the 

scrutiny committee at the time of oral interview.  It is his 

contention that he received non-creamy layer certificate from 

Maha E-Seva Kendra on 22.4.2016 prior to the oral interview and 

he produced the same before the Respondent No.1 for scrutiny.  

It is his contention that there is no illegality in his 

selection/appointment on the post of Police Patil of village 

Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) and therefore, he prayed to reject the 

Original Application.   

 
7.  I have heard Shri A.S. Deshmukh, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant, Shri V.R. Bhumkar, leaned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondent No.1 and Shri V.B. Wagh, learned Advocate 

for the Respondent No.2.  I have perused the documents on 

record produced by the both the parties.   

 

8.  Admittedly, the Respondent No.1, S.D.O. for Vaijapur 

Sub-Divisional issued proclamation dated 10.3.2016 inviting 

applications for the post of Police patil of 145 villages including 

the village of Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  Admittedly, the terms 
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and conditions for the appointment and recruitment have been 

mentioned in the proclamation. It was mentioned in the ‘terms 

and conditions’ that the original documents/certificate regarding 

education qualification and other eligibility has to be produced by 

the candidate before oral interview.  If candidate fails to produce 

the documents, he would not be considered for oral interview.  

Admittedly, it has been mentioned in the proclamation that the 

written examination for 80 marks and oral interview for 20 marks 

would be conducted for the selection of the candidate.  

Admittedly, the Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and other 

aspiring candidates participated in the recruitment process.  The 

written examination was conducted on 17.4.2016 and its result 

was declared on 18.04.201.  Admittedly, the Applicant secured 

41 marks while the Respondent No.2 secured 72 marks and 3rd 

candidate secured 40 marks in the written examination.  Since 

these three candidates had secured highest marks in the written 

examination, they had been called for oral interview and oral 

interview of these candidates was conducted on 23.04.2016.  In 

the oral interview, the Applicant secured 10 marks, the 

Respondent No.2 secured 13 marks and the 3rd candidate 

secured 10 marks.  The Respondent No.2 secured 85 marks in 
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aggregate while the Applicant secured 51 marks in aggregate and 

3rd candidate secured 50 marks in aggregate.  Admittedly, before 

appearing for oral interview, as per the terms and conditions, the 

Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and 3rd candidate had to produce 

their original documents/certificate regarding education 

qualification and other eligibility before the scrutiny committee 

for verification. 

 
9.  Learned Advocate for the Applicant has submitted 

that the Respondent No.1 has not followed the mandatory terms 

and conditions mentioned in the proclamation/advertisement 

published on 10.03.2016.  He has submitted that as per the 

terms and conditions incorporated in the proclamation, 

candidates have to produce original documents/certificate for 

verification before the scrutiny authority before appearing for oral 

interview.  If any candidate fails to produce the same before the 

scrutiny authority, he would not be considered for oral interview.  

He invited my attention to condition nos.1,3 and 17 mentioned 

under the terms and conditions for appointment on the post of 

Police Patil in the  proclamation produced at page nos.20 to 39.  

He has submitted that the Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and 
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one other candidate secured highest marks in the written 

examination and therefore they had been called for oral interview 

to be held on 22.04.2016 and 23.04.2016.  He has submitted 

that the oral interview of these candidates was scheduled on 

23.04.2016.  They were called upon to produce original  

documents/certificates regarding their education qualification 

and other eligibility as mentioned in the advertisement before 

scrutiny committee before oral interview.  He has submitted that 

the Applicant had produced necessary documents/certificates 

before the scrutiny authority but the Respondent No.2 had not 

produced the original caste certificate and non-creamy layer 

certificate for verification before scrutiny committee before oral 

interview.  Because of the non production of the original 

documents/ certificate, the Respondent No.1, S.D.O., Vaijapur 

ought to have declared the Respondent No.2 as ineligible 

candidate and he should not have been considered for oral 

interview but he had not considered the said facts and 

mandatory terms and conditions mentioned in the 

advertisement/ proclamation and permitted the Respondent No.2 

to appear for oral interview and thereafter selected him for the 

post of Police Patil, Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) and 
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consequently issued appointment order dated 18.8.2016.  He has 

submitted that one of the candidate participated in the 

recruitment process namely Shri Ravindra Ramnath Jadhav 

raised objection in that regard before the Respondent No.1 by 

filing the application but the Respondent No.1 had not decided 

the said application and selected the Respondent No.2 as Police 

Patil, Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  He has submitted that 

the act of the Respondent No.1 to allow the Respondent No.2 to 

appear for oral interview though he had not complied with the 

terms and conditions mentioned in the advertisement and not 

produced the original documents/ certificates for verification 

before appearing for oral interview is illegal, arbitrary and 

therefore, same requires to be quashed. 

 
10.  Learned Advocate for the Applicant has submitted 

that the Respondent No.2 collected the caste certificate on 

26.04.2016 and non-creamy layer certificate on 29.04.2016.  

This fact is evident from the extract of the register maintained by 

the Maha E-Seva Kendra, Gangapur.   The copy of the same has 

been produced at Annexure ‘A-8’, page no.51.   He has submitted 

that as per the advertisement, the Respondent No.2 ought to 
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have produced the said certificates before the recruitment 

authority on 23.04.2016 before oral interview.  But on that date 

i.e. on 23.04.2016, the Respondent No.2 was not in possession of 

these documents.  He collected the said documents subsequently 

and produced the same after due date i.e. on 23.04.2016 after 

completion of oral interview and therefore, the act of the 

Respondent No.1 allowing the Respondent No.2 to produce the 

said documents after oral interview is in contravention of the  

terms and conditions mentioned in the advertisement and 

therefore, act of the Respondent No.1 appointing the Respondent 

No.2 as Police Patil of Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) is illegal.  

Therefore, he prayed to quash and set aside the order issued by 

the Respondent No.1 and thereby declaring the Respondent No.2 

as selected candidate for the post of Police Patil of Village 

Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) and prayed to direct the Respondent 

No.1 to appoint the Applicant as Police Patil of Village 

Ranjangaon, (Shen Punji) as he secured highest marks amongst 

remaining two candidates.  

 

11.  Learned P.O. for the Respondents has submitted that 

the Respondent No.1 had conducted the recruitment process as 

per the terms and conditions mentioned in the advertisement.  
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He has submitted that the Respondent No.2 applied for the 

issuance of caste certificate and non-creamy layer certificate with 

the concerned authority i.e. S.D.O. Vaijapur on 12.04.2016.  The 

caste certificate was prepared and issued to the Respondent No.2 

on 12.04.2016 at 4.4.51 p.m. and accordingly the Respondent 

No.2 produced the same before the recruitment authority.  He 

has submitted that the Respondent No.2 produced the caste 

certificate after written examination and he produced the non-

creamy layer certificate thereafter for verification as per the 

direction given by the scrutiny officer.   He has submitted that 

the Respondent No.2 has produced the necessary documents in 

stipulated time and therefore, there is no violation of mandatory 

terms and conditions published in the notification.  He has 

submitted that the Respondent No.2 secured highest marks i.e. 

85 marks in aggregate amongst the candidates called for oral 

interview and therefore he was declared as selected candidate for 

the post of Police Patil of Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  He 

has submitted that there is no illegality in the appointment of 

Respondent No.2 and therefore, he prayed to reject the Original 

Application. 
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12.  The learned Advocate for the Respondent No.2 has 

submitted that the Respondent No.2 had applied for issuance of 

caste certificate and non-creamy layer certificate on 12.04.2016.  

The Caste Certificate was issued accordingly on the very day but 

the application of the Respondent No.2 for issuance of non-

creamy layer certificate was misplaced and therefore, the 

Respondent No.2 filed another application for issuance of non-

creamy layer certificate with the office of S.D.O. through Maha E-

Seva Kendra on 22.04.2016 and accordingly he received the non-

creamy layer certificate on the very day and he produced the 

same before the scrutiny committee.  He has submitted that as 

the Respondent No.2 produced the documents in time, he was 

allowed to appear for oral interview and therefore, he was 

selected as Police Patil of Village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  He 

has submitted that there is no illegality in the appointment of 

Respondent No.2 and therefore, he prayed to reject the Original 

Application.  

 
13.  Learned Advocate for the Applicant has submitted 

that the scrutiny committee has prepared a chart of original 

documents produced by the candidates called for oral interview 
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and submitted before the scrutiny committee before the oral 

interview for verification.  He has submitted that the Respondent 

No.2 had not produced the original non-creamy layer certificate 

before the scrutiny committee and therefore the scrutiny 

committee made endorsement in the regard.  He has invited my 

attention to the documents produced by the Respondent No.2 in 

that regard at Exh. ‘R-1, page nos. 97 & 98, which show that the 

Respondent No.2 had not produced the non-creamy layer 

certificate before the scrutiny committee before the oral interview.  

He has submitted that from this it is crystal clear that before 

appearing for oral interview, the Respondent No.2 had not 

produced the original non-creamy layer certificate before the 

scrutiny officer.  Learned Advocate for the Applicant has 

submitted that there was non-compliance of terms and 

conditions mentioned in the notification.  The Respondent No.2 

was not eligible to appear for oral interview but the Respondent 

No.1 permitted him to appear for oral interview illegally and 

therefore, he prayed to allow the Original Application on that 

ground.   

 

14.  On perusal of record it reveals that the Respondent 

No.1 issued a proclamation/notification inviting the applications 
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from the aspiring candidates for appointment on the post of 

Police Patil of some different villages in Sub-Division, Vaijapur on 

10.03.2016.  The detailed scheduled for examination and terms 

and conditions regarding education qualification etc. have been 

mentioned therein.  The terms and conditions incorporated in the 

application are mandatory.  The notification/proclamation has 

been produced on record at page no.20 to 39.  Process of filing 

the online application form for the post of Police Patil was 

commenced on 14.03.2013 and last date for filing application 

was upto 5.45 p.m. of 28.03.2016.  On page no.22, the education 

qualification and other eligibility criteria have been mentioned 

which are as follows:- 

ß fdeku vko’;d vgZrk%& fdeku vko’;d vgZrk%& fdeku vko’;d vgZrk%& fdeku vko’;d vgZrk%&     

        1½1½1½1½    vtZnkj egkjk”Vª jkT; ‘kkykar ifj{kvtZnkj egkjk”Vª jkT; ‘kkykar ifj{kvtZnkj egkjk”Vª jkT; ‘kkykar ifj{kvtZnkj egkjk”Vª jkT; ‘kkykar ifj{kss ssr mRrh.kZ  r mRrh.kZ  r mRrh.kZ  r mRrh.kZ  (SSC) vlkokvlkokvlkokvlkok----    

2½2½2½2½    ¼v½ o;kse;kZns djhrk vt¼v½ o;kse;kZns djhrk vt¼v½ o;kse;kZns djhrk vt¼v½ o;kse;kZns djhrk vtZnkjZnkjZnkjZnkjkps fnkps fnkps fnkps fn----14141414----03030303----2222016 jksth o; fopkjkr 016 jksth o; fopkjkr 016 jksth o; fopkjkr 016 jksth o; fopkjkr 
?ksrys tkbZy?ksrys tkbZy?ksrys tkbZy?ksrys tkbZy----    ¼c½ vtZnkjkaps o; fnukad 14¼c½ vtZnkjkaps o; fnukad 14¼c½ vtZnkjkaps o; fnukad 14¼c½ vtZnkjkaps o; fnukad 14----03030303----3016 jksth 25 3016 jksth 25 3016 jksth 25 3016 jksth 25 
o”kkZis{kk deh ulkos o 45 is{kk tkLr ulkoso”kkZis{kk deh ulkos o 45 is{kk tkLr ulkoso”kkZis{kk deh ulkos o 45 is{kk tkLr ulkoso”kkZis{kk deh ulkos o 45 is{kk tkLr ulkos----    ¼d½ iksyhl ikVhy ¼d½ iksyhl ikVhy ¼d½ iksyhl ikVhy ¼d½ iksyhl ikVhy 
inkdjhrk inkdjhrk inkdjhrk inkdjhrk o;kso;kso;kso;kse;kZnk f’krhy{ke ukghe;kZnk f’krhy{ke ukghe;kZnk f’krhy{ke ukghe;kZnk f’krhy{ke ukgh----    

    
3½3½3½3½    vtZnkj laacaf/kr xkokpk LFkkfud o dk;e jfgok’kh vlkok rlsvtZnkj laacaf/kr xkokpk LFkkfud o dk;e jfgok’kh vlkok rlsvtZnkj laacaf/kr xkokpk LFkkfud o dk;e jfgok’kh vlkok rlsvtZnkj laacaf/kr xkokpk LFkkfud o dk;e jfgok’kh vlkok rlsp p p p 

R;kaph lacaa/khr xkokr LFkkoj ekyeRrk vlkohR;kaph lacaa/khr xkokr LFkkoj ekyeRrk vlkohR;kaph lacaa/khr xkokr LFkkoj ekyeRrk vlkohR;kaph lacaa/khr xkokr LFkkoj ekyeRrk vlkoh----    
    
4½4½4½4½    vtZnkj ‘kkfjjhd n`”V;k l{ke vlkok o vtZnkjkps pkfj™; fu”dyad vtZnkj ‘kkfjjhd n`”V;k l{ke vlkok o vtZnkjkps pkfj™; fu”dyad vtZnkj ‘kkfjjhd n`”V;k l{ke vlkok o vtZnkjkps pkfj™; fu”dyad vtZnkj ‘kkfjjhd n`”V;k l{ke vlkok o vtZnkjkps pkfj™; fu”dyad 

vl.ks vko’;d vkgsvl.ks vko’;d vkgsvl.ks vko’;d vkgsvl.ks vko’;d vkgs----    
    
5½5½5½5½    egkjk”Vª jkT; lsok ¼ygku dqVaqckrhy izfrKk i=½ fu;e 2005 e/khy egkjk”Vª jkT; lsok ¼ygku dqVaqckrhy izfrKk i=½ fu;e 2005 e/khy egkjk”Vª jkT; lsok ¼ygku dqVaqckrhy izfrKk i=½ fu;e 2005 e/khy egkjk”Vª jkT; lsok ¼ygku dqVaqckrhy izfrKk i=½ fu;e 2005 e/khy 

ygku dqVaqckph vgZrk /kkj.k dj.ks vko’;d ¼vtZnkj ;kaph vgZrk ygku dqVaqckph vgZrk /kkj.k dj.ks vko’;d ¼vtZnkj ;kaph vgZrk ygku dqVaqckph vgZrk /kkj.k dj.ks vko’;d ¼vtZnkj ;kaph vgZrk ygku dqVaqckph vgZrk /kkj.k dj.ks vko’;d ¼vtZnkj ;kaph vgZrk 
fnukadkl nksu Iks{kk tkLr viR; ulkosrfnukadkl nksu Iks{kk tkLr viR; ulkosrfnukadkl nksu Iks{kk tkLr viR; ulkosrfnukadkl nksu Iks{kk tkLr viR; ulkosr----½½½½    
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6½6½6½6½    eeeekxkl izoxkZlkBh vkjf{kr inkdjhrk R;k izoxkZps l{ke vf/kdkjh;kus kxkl izoxkZlkBh vkjf{kr inkdjhrk R;k izoxkZps l{ke vf/kdkjh;kus kxkl izoxkZlkBh vkjf{kr inkdjhrk R;k izoxkZps l{ke vf/kdkjh;kus kxkl izoxkZlkBh vkjf{kr inkdjhrk R;k izoxkZps l{ke vf/kdkjh;kus 
fuxZehr dsysys tkrhps izek.ki= vko’;dfuxZehr dsysys tkrhps izek.ki= vko’;dfuxZehr dsysys tkrhps izek.ki= vko’;dfuxZehr dsysys tkrhps izek.ki= vko’;d----    

    
7½7½7½7½    ekxkl izoxkZrhy vtZnkj ¼fotkv] Hktc] Hktd] foekiz o beko½ ekxkl izoxkZrhy vtZnkj ¼fotkv] Hktc] Hktd] foekiz o beko½ ekxkl izoxkZrhy vtZnkj ¼fotkv] Hktc] Hktd] foekiz o beko½ ekxkl izoxkZrhy vtZnkj ¼fotkv] Hktc] Hktd] foekiz o beko½ 

;kauk lu 2015&2016 dkyko/khdjhrk oS/; vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k ;kauk lu 2015&2016 dkyko/khdjhrk oS/; vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k ;kauk lu 2015&2016 dkyko/khdjhrk oS/; vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k ;kauk lu 2015&2016 dkyko/khdjhrk oS/; vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k 
izxr O;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyhvj½ ;ke/;izxr O;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyhvj½ ;ke/;izxr O;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyhvj½ ;ke/;izxr O;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyhvj½ ;ke/;s es es es eksMr ulY;kckcrps ksMr ulY;kckcrps ksMr ulY;kckcrps ksMr ulY;kckcrps 
¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j½ izek.ki= vko’;d jkghy½ izek.ki= vko’;d jkghy½ izek.ki= vko’;d jkghy½ izek.ki= vko’;d jkghy----    

    
8½8½8½8½    jk[kho efgyk inklkBh vtZ lknj dj.kkÚ;k efgyk vtZnkjkyk jk[kho efgyk inklkBh vtZ lknj dj.kkÚ;k efgyk vtZnkjkyk jk[kho efgyk inklkBh vtZ lknj dj.kkÚ;k efgyk vtZnkjkyk jk[kho efgyk inklkBh vtZ lknj dj.kkÚ;k efgyk vtZnkjkyk 

2015&16 ;k dkyko/khdjhrk oS/k vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k izxr 2015&16 ;k dkyko/khdjhrk oS/k vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k izxr 2015&16 ;k dkyko/khdjhrk oS/k vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k izxr 2015&16 ;k dkyko/khdjhrk oS/k vlysys mRiUUk vkf.k izxr 
O;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyh;j½ ;ke/;s eksMO;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyh;j½ ;ke/;s eksMO;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyh;j½ ;ke/;s eksMO;Drh o xV ¼fdzehyh;j½ ;ke/;s eksMr ulY;kckcrps r ulY;kckcrps r ulY;kckcrps r ulY;kckcrps 
¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j¼ukWu&fdzehyh;j½ izek.ki= vko’;d½ izek.ki= vko’;d½ izek.ki= vko’;d½ izek.ki= vko’;d----    

    
9½9½9½9½    T;k xkokr iksyhl LVs’ku@iksyhl pkSdh vkgs R;k fBdk.kh mesnokjkauk T;k xkokr iksyhl LVs’ku@iksyhl pkSdh vkgs R;k fBdk.kh mesnokjkauk T;k xkokr iksyhl LVs’ku@iksyhl pkSdh vkgs R;k fBdk.kh mesnokjkauk T;k xkokr iksyhl LVs’ku@iksyhl pkSdh vkgs R;k fBdk.kh mesnokjkauk 

vtZ lknj djrk ;s.kkj ukghvtZ lknj djrk ;s.kkj ukghvtZ lknj djrk ;s.kkj ukghvtZ lknj djrk ;s.kkj ukgh----    
    

 (quoted from page nos.22 & 23 of the O.A. 

 
15.  Terms and conditions of the recruitment process have 

been mentioned on page no.24 onward.  The relevant terms and 

conditions read as follows:- 

1½ izkIr dsysY;k xq.kkaP;k vk/kkjs xq.koRrsuqlkj vafre fuoMhlkBh vtZnkjkl 

‘kS{kf.kd ik=rk o brj lacaf/kr eqG izek.ki=s rikl.khlkBh miyC/k d:u 

|koh ykxrhy-  vU;Fkk rksaMh ifj{kk vafre fuoMhlkBh R;kpk fopkj dsyk 

tk.kkj ukgh- 

2½ ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ---- ----- ----- ---- --- ---- ----- ----- ----- 

3½ ys[kh ifj{kk varh eqyk[krhlkBh ik= vtZnkjkaps tkghjkrhuqlkj vko’;d ik=rk 

o vkWuykbZu vtkZr Hkjysyh ekfgrh ;kaP;k vk/kkjs eqG dkxni= iMrkG.kh 

dj.;kdjhrk varjhe Lo:ikr ;knh tkghj dj.;kr ;sbZy-  T;k vtZnkjkph 

tkghjkrhuqlkj vko’;d ik=rk o vkWuykbZu vtkZr Hkjysyh ekfgrh] ifj{kk 

‘kqYd eqG dkxni=kP;k vk/kkjs ifjiw.kZ fl/n gksbZy v’kkp vtZnkjkpk fopkj 

Hkjrh izfdz;sP;k iq<hy VII;kdjhrk dj.;kr ;sbZy-  tkghjkrhr ueqn dsysyh 

laiq.kZ vgZrk vkWuykbZu  vtkZr Hkjysyh ekfgrh o  eqG dkxni=s  

rikl.khP;k osGh lknj dsysyh dkxni=s ;ke/;s rQkor vk<GY;kl  
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vtZnkjkph  mesnokjh HkjrhP;k dqBY;kgh VII;koj jn~n gksoq ‘kdsy-  rlsp 

v’kk vtZnkjkps ifj{kk ‘kqYd bR;knhlkj[;k loyrh ukeatwj dj.;kr ;srhy 

;kph d`Ik;k uksan ?;koh-   

4 rs 16½ ----- ----- ------ ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 

17½ egkjk”Vª jkT; yksdlsok vuqlwfpr tkrh] vuqlwfpr tekrh] foeqDr tkrh] 

HkVD;k tekrh] fo’ks”k ekxklizoxZ] brj ekxkl izoxZ ;kapslkBh vkj{k.k 

vf/kfu;e 2001 ¼lu 2004 pk egkjk”Vª vf/kfu;e dza-08½ gk vf/kfu;e 

egkjk”Vª ‘kklukus fn- 29 tkusokjh 2004 iklwu  veaykr vk.kyk vkgs-  

R;kuqlkj mUur o izxr xVkps ¼fdzehyh;j½ rRor% foeqDr tkrh] HkVD;k 

tekrh ¼v]c]d]M½] fo’ks”k ekxkl izoxZ] brj ekxkl izoxZ ;kauk ykxq vkgs-  

lnj izoxkZrhy vtZnkjkdMs fn-31 ekpZ 2016 i;Zar oS/k vkysys 

¼ukWufdzfeyh;j½ rRor% vuqlwfpr tkrh] vuqlqfpr tekrh O;frfjDr brj loZ 

ekxkl izoxkZauk ykxw jkghy-  rlsp R;kckcr l{ke izkf/kdkjh ;kauh fuxZfer 

dsysys izek.ki=] dkxni= iMrkG.khps osGh lknj dj.ks vko’;d jkghy-  

                   (quoted from page nos.27  & 28 from O.A.) 

   

On Page no.31, it has been mentioned as follows:- 

ß4½ mesnokjkaph ys[kh ifj{kk gh R;kauh vkWu ykbZu vtkZr ueqn dsysY;k x`ghr 

ik=rsuqlkj dks.krsgh dkxni= iwoZ rikl.kh@Nku.kh u djrk ?ksryh tk.kkj 

vlY;keqGs ;k ifj{ksr feGkysY;k xq.kkaP;k vk/kkjs mesnokjkyk fuoMhckcrps 

dks.krsgh gDd jkg.kku ukghr-  dkxni=kaP;k iw.kZ Nkuuhuarjp mesnokjkaph dkxni=kaP;k iw.kZ Nkuuhuarjp mesnokjkaph dkxni=kaP;k iw.kZ Nkuuhuarjp mesnokjkaph dkxni=kaP;k iw.kZ Nkuuhuarjp mesnokjkaph 

ik=rk fuf’pr djrk ;sbZyik=rk fuf’pr djrk ;sbZyik=rk fuf’pr djrk ;sbZyik=rk fuf’pr djrk ;sbZy----        ys[kh ifj{ksP;k izkFkfed pkG.khuqlkj xqys[kh ifj{ksP;k izkFkfed pkG.khuqlkj xqys[kh ifj{ksP;k izkFkfed pkG.khuqlkj xqys[kh ifj{ksP;k izkFkfed pkG.khuqlkj xq.koRrsP;k .koRrsP;k .koRrsP;k .koRrsP;k 

vk/kkjs mesnokjkus vkWuykbZu vtkZr ueqn dsysY;k x`ghr ik=rsuqlkj vafre vk/kkjs mesnokjkus vkWuykbZu vtkZr ueqn dsysY;k x`ghr ik=rsuqlkj vafre vk/kkjs mesnokjkus vkWuykbZu vtkZr ueqn dsysY;k x`ghr ik=rsuqlkj vafre vk/kkjs mesnokjkus vkWuykbZu vtkZr ueqn dsysY;k x`ghr ik=rsuqlkj vafre 

;knh izfl/n d:u mesnokjkaP;k dkxni=kaph l[kksy Nku.kh dsyh tkbZy;knh izfl/n d:u mesnokjkaP;k dkxni=kaph l[kksy Nku.kh dsyh tkbZy;knh izfl/n d:u mesnokjkaP;k dkxni=kaph l[kksy Nku.kh dsyh tkbZy;knh izfl/n d:u mesnokjkaP;k dkxni=kaph l[kksy Nku.kh dsyh tkbZy----        

lnj izfdz;sr mesnokj vik= vk<GY;kl R;kl fuoM izfdz;srwu ckn dj.;kr lnj izfdz;sr mesnokj vik= vk<GY;kl R;kl fuoM izfdz;srwu ckn dj.;kr lnj izfdz;sr mesnokj vik= vk<GY;kl R;kl fuoM izfdz;srwu ckn dj.;kr lnj izfdz;sr mesnokj vik= vk<GY;kl R;kl fuoM izfdz;srwu ckn dj.;kr 

;sbZy;sbZy;sbZy;sbZy-  ik=rk u /kkj.k dj.kkÚ;k mesnokjkauk HkjrhP;k dks.kR;kgh VII;koj 

vik= dj.;kps laiq.kZ vf/kdkj iks-ik-Hkjrh fuoM lferh] oStkiwj ;kaps toG 

jk[kqu Bso.;kr vkysys vkgsr-  o ;kckcr mesnokjkl dks.krhgh rdzkj djrk 

;s.kkj ukgh-Þ 

(quoted from page no.31 of the O.A.) 
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Again following condition has been mentioned on page 

no.33 in para no.10:-  

ß 10½  vkWuykbZu vtZ dsys vFkok foghr vgZrk /kkj.k dsyh Eg.kts ys[kh 

ifj{ksl@dkxni= iMrkG.khl cksyfo.;kpk vFkok fu;qDrhpk gDd izkIr >kyk 

vkgs vls ukgh-  fuoMhP;k dks.kR;kgh VII;koj vtZnkj foghr vgZrk /kkj.k u 

dj.kkjk vk<GY;kl [kksVh ekfgrh iqjfoY;kl ,[kk|k vtZnkjkus R;kP;k 

fuoMhlkBh fuoM lferhoj izR;{k@vizR;{k nckc vk.kyk vFkok xSjizdkjpk 

voyac dsY;kl R;kl fuOkM izfdz;srqu ckn dj.;kr ;sbZy-  rlsp fu;qDrh 

>kyh vlY;kl dks.krhgh iwoZlqpuk u nsrk fu;qDrhlekIr dj.;kr ;sbZy o 

R;kP;k fo:/n dk;ns’khj dkjokbZ dj.;kr ;sbZy-Þ 
 

(quoted from page nos.33 & 34 of the O.A.) 

 

16.  On going through the said conditions, it is crystal 

clear that the candidate must have passed S.S.C examination 

and he must produce the caste certificate and non-creamy layer 

certificate.  As per other terms and conditions, candidates who 

passed the written examination and called for oral interview have 

to produce original caste certificate and other documents for 

verification before the recruitment authority before appearing for 

oral interview.   The condition shows that in case any candidate 

fails to produce the original documents before the scrutiny 

authority he will not be considered for oral interview.  It also 

provides that in case of furnishing of false information, 
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candidature of the candidate would be cancelled and he will not 

be considered eligible for participating in future recruitment 

process.  All these conditions are mandatory one.  On going 

through the entire conditions, it reveals that the candidate 

belonging to OBC category has to produce his caste certificate 

and non-creamy layer certificate along with educational 

qualification certificate and other documents before the scrutiny 

authority for verification before appearing for oral interview.  In 

the instant case, the Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and one 

more candidate had been called for oral interview scheduled on 

23.04.2016 before the recruitment committee.  Therefore, in view 

of the above said terms and conditions, they had to produce the 

original caste certificate and non-creamy layer certificate before 

the recruitment committee on 23.04.2016 before appearing for 

oral interview.   On production of those documents only they 

would be eligible to appear for oral interview. Therefore, it is 

mandatory on the part of the Applicant, Respondent No.2 and 3rd 

candidate to produce original documents for verification before 

the recruitment committee on 23.04.2016. 

 

17.  Learned P.O. for the Respondents has submitted that 

the committee comprising of S.D.O., Vaijapur as President, 
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S.D.P.O., Gangapur, Tahsildar, Gangapur and Assistant 

Commissioner, Social Welfare, Aurangabad had been constituted 

to conduct the oral interview of the post of Police Patil of different 

villages in Vaijapur and Gangapur Talukas and they conducted 

the oral interview of the Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and the 

3rd candidate on 23.04.2016.  The Respondent has produced the 

copy of the original record regarding recruitment for the post of 

Police Patil maintained by the recruitment committee.  On 

perusal of same, it reveals that only three members i.e. S.D.O. - 

Vaijapur, Tahsildar - Gangapur and Assistant Commissioner - 

Social Welfare, Aurangabad conducted the oral interview of the 

Applicant, the Respondent No.2 and the one candidate namely 

Shri Ravindra Jadhav in the morning session on 23.04.2016.  

S.D.P.O. was not present in the morning session for conducting 

the oral interview.  In the evening session, the S.D.P.O., 

Gangapur and Tahsildar, Gangapur remained absent and only 

S.D.O., Vaijapur and Assistant Commissioner, Social Welfare-

Aurangabad conducted the oral interview of the other candidates.    

No minutes of the meeting of the recruitment committee held on 

that date as well as previous minutes of meetings of the 

recruitment committee have been maintained by the recruitment 
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committee.  Learned P.O. for the Respondents has admitted the 

said fact at bar.  As per the rules, all the members have to 

conduct the oral interview.  But one of the member was not 

present while conducting the oral interview of the Applicant, the 

Respondent No.2 and 3rd candidate.  

 
18.  The documents produced by the Applicant as well as 

the Respondent No.2 had been verified by the scrutiny authority 

appointed by the recruitment committee.  The scrutiny authority 

prepared a chart in that regard.  The scrutiny authority 

submitted its report to the recruitment committee in the 

prescribed form. The scrutiny authority submitted report in 

respect of documents produced by the Respondent No.2.  The 

said report is at page no.69 of paper book which shows that the 

Respondent No.2 had not produced the non-creamy layer 

certificate before the scrutiny committee for verification on 

23.04.2016.    The relevant document is as follows:- 

mifoHkkxh; vf/kdkjh dk;kZy;] oStkiqjmifoHkkxh; vf/kdkjh dk;kZy;] oStkiqjmifoHkkxh; vf/kdkjh dk;kZy;] oStkiqjmifoHkkxh; vf/kdkjh dk;kZy;] oStkiqj    

ikikikiksyhl ikVhy Hkjrh izfdz;k 2015&2016syhl ikVhy Hkjrh izfdz;k 2015&2016syhl ikVhy Hkjrh izfdz;k 2015&2016syhl ikVhy Hkjrh izfdz;k 2015&2016    

 xaxkiqj rkyqD;krhy mesnokjkps Nkuuh i=dxaxkiqj rkyqD;krhy mesnokjkps Nkuuh i=dxaxkiqj rkyqD;krhy mesnokjkps Nkuuh i=dxaxkiqj rkyqD;krhy mesnokjkps Nkuuh i=d    

    
1 vtZnkjkps laiq.kZ ukao%& vadq’k lkgscjko xksjs 

2 vtZnkjkpk iRrk%& jkat.kxko ‘ks.kiaqth rk- xaxkiwj th vkSjaxkckn 
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3 Ikksyhl ikVhy inkps xkaokps ukao   xkokalkBh vkj{k.k 
¼efgyk@iq:”k½ 

4 xkoklkBhps vkj{k.k tkrfugk; b-ek-o 

5 vtZnkjkps tkr@iksV tkr r|laca/khr izke.ki= ekGh ¼lkscr tksMys½ 

6 vtZnkjkps tkr iMrkG.kh lferh dMhy oS/krk izek.ki= 
tksMys vkgs dk;\ 

vkgs 
¼ ½ 

ukgh 
¼  ½ 

7 vtZnkjkps ‘kkGk lksM.;kps izek.ki= tUe fnukad 
5@4@1982 

vkgs 
¼ � ½ 

ukgh 
¼  ½ 

8 vtZnkjkdMs rkyqdk naMkf/kdkjh ;kapsdMhy jfgoklh 
izek.ki=@vtZnkj R;kp xkokrhy jfgoklh vkgs dk;\ 

vkgs 
¼ � ½ 

ukgh 
¼  ½ 

9 mesnokjkdMs miyC/k vlysyh ‘kS{kf.kd vgrkZ izek.ki= 
 
1- ,l-,l-lh- mRrh.kZ izek.ki= o xq.ki=hdk 
 

2- ,p ,l lh mRrh.kZ izek.ki= o xq.ki=hdk 
 

3- inoh&ch,@ch dkWe@ch,llh 
 

4- ,e ,@,e dkWe@,e ,l lh 
 

5- brj mYys[kuh; vgZrk izek.ki= brj 
 

vkgs 
 

¼�½ 
¼�½ 

ukgh 
¼  ½ 

10 vtZnkj ‘kkfjjhd n`”V;k l{ke vkgs fdaok dls R;k 
ckcr vtZnkjkus oS|dh; izek.ki= tksMys vkgs fdaok 
ukgh\ 

vkgs 
¼�½  

ukgh 
¼  ½ 

11 vtZnkj jk[kho efgyk vlY;kl 2015&2016 ;k 
dkyko/khdjhrk oS/k vlysys mRiUu vkf.k izxr O;fDr 
o xV ¼fdzehyh;j½ ;k e/;s eksMr ulY;kckcrps ukWu 
fdzehyh;j izek.ki= vkgs dk;\  

vkgs 
¼  ½ 

ukgh 
¼�½ 

12 vtZnkj ekxkl izoxkZrhy ¼fotkv] Hktc] Hktd] 
foekiz] o beko½ izoxkZrhy 2015&2016 ;k 
dkyko/kh djhrk oS/k vlysys mRiUu vkf.k izxr O;fDr 
o xV ¼fdzehyh;j½ ;k e/;s eksMr ulY;kckcrps ukWu 
fdzehyh;j izek.ki= vkgs dk;\ 

vkgs 
¼  ½ 

ukgh 
¼�½ 

13 vtZnkjkl egkjk”Vª jkT; lsok fu;e 2005 uqlkj nksu 
is{kk tkLr viR; vkgs fdaok dls \ ;k ckcrps 
izek.ki= tksMysys vkgs dk; \ 

vkgs 
¼�½ 

ukgh 
¼  ½ 

14 vtZnkjksp pkfj™; izeki.k= tksMys vkgs dk; \ vkgs 
¼�½ 

ukgh 
¼  ½ 

15 vtZnkjkus ojhy fnysyh ekfgrh gh [kjh vlY;k ckcr 
vtZnkjkph Lok{kjh 

lgh  
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Nkuuh deZpkjh uke@inuke@Lok{kjh------------------  
 
Nkuuh vf/kdkjh uke@inuke@Lok{kjh-----------------Þ 

    (quoted from page nos.69 &70 of the O.A.) 

 
It shows that at the time of verification of original 

certificates/documents, the Respondent No.2 had not produced 

the original caste certificate and non-creamy layer certificate. 

 
19.  In this regard, the Respondent No.1 has made 

different statement on oath.   Initially, the Respondent No.1 filed 

an affidavit-in-reply at page no.57 onwards and it was sworn in 

by Shri Sudhir Satyanaranay Shetty, Naib-Tahsildar, in the office 

of Sub-Divisional Officer, Vaijapur, District Aurangabad. But 

there was no whisper about the production and scrutiny of the 

original certificate/documents by the Respondent No.2.  

Therefore, Shri Laxmikant Prakash Satalkar the then S.D.O., 

Vaijapur filed his affidavit at page no.63 onwards wherein he 

made following statement. 

“4) I further say and submit that, after written 

examination and before oral examination as per the terms 

and condition of the advertisement respondent No.2 

submitted his document in respect of his Caste Certificate 

received by the Respondent No.1 dated 12/04/2016 issued 
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by the Sub-Divisional Officer Vaijapur dated 12/04/2016 

at 04:04:51 p.m.  by online generated print 

No.12851604123000158709 and same is submitted by the 

respondent No.2 at the time of verification of document 

before interview.  Therefore the contention raised by the 

applicant in para No. X on page No.8 are denied by the 

present deponent. 

 

5) I further say and submit that, respondent No.2 after 

written examination and oral interview submitted his 

residential certificate and he is the resident of said village.  

After the scrutiny of the document scrutiny officer directed 

the respondent No.2 to submit his non-creamy layer 

certificate accordingly he had submitted the certificate.  The 

copy of the scrutiny sheet along with the certificates 

submitted by the respondent No.2 are annexed herewith 

and marked as Exhibit R-1 colly. 

   (quoted from page nos.65 & 66 of the O.A.) 

 

20.  Shri Laxmikant Prakash Satalkar again filed another 

affidavit at page no.91 to 94 and submitted as follows:- 

 

“06. I say and submit that, after written examination and 

before oral examination as per the terms and 

conditions of the advertisement the Respondent No.2 

submitted his document in respect of his caste 

certificate issued by the respondent no.1 which has 

electronically generated print dated 12.04.2016 at 
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4.4.51 p.m. Print No.12851604123000158709.  This 

document is submitted by the respondent no.2 at the 

time of scrutiny of the documents.  The scrutiny sheet 

also mentions in column no.5 that respondent no.2 

has submitted his caste certificate.  I further say and 

submit that, interview of the present applicant and 

respondent no.2 was conducted by the respondent 

no.1 on 23.04.2016 and name of the present 

respondent no.2 is appearing at Sr.No.113 and on the 

same date scrutiny of the documents done by the 

office of the respondent no.1 before oral examination.  

The copy of the scrutiny sheet and copy of caste 

certificate submitted by respondent no.2 are annexed 

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE R-1 Colletively. 

   

07. I say and submit that, at the time of scrutiny of the 

documents on 23.04.2016 respondent no.2 did not 

submitted the non-creamy layer certificate but the 

produced online application print dated 12.04.2016 

and 22.04.2016.  As the application of non creamy 

layer certificate of respondent no.2 dated 12.04.2016 

was  misplaced.  That, the applicant has resubmitted 

application on 22.04.2016 for non creamy layer 

certificate.  Considering the true facts and considering 

the principles of nature justice the respondent no.1 

has given opportunity to the respondent no.2 to 

produce the non creamy layer certificate before the 

declaration of final result.  That, the respondent no.2 
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has submitted the electronically generated non 

creamy layer certificate dated 22.04.2016 issued at 

7.43.44 p.m. before the declaration of final result.  

The copy of the earlier application dated 12.04.2016 

for non creamy layer certificate and application dated 

22.04.2016 and copy of non creamy layer certificate 

dated 22.04.2016 are annexed herewith and marked 

as ANNEXURE R-2 Collectively.  

         (quoted from page nos.93 & 94 of O.A.) 

 
On going through the statement on oath made by Shri 

Laxmikant Satalkar it reveals that the Respondent No.2 produced 

the caste certificate at the time of oral interview before the 

scrutiny authority.  But he failed to produce the non-creamy 

layer certificate initially.  But he produced the same before the 

oral interview before the scrutiny committee as per the direction 

given by scrutiny committee.  Thereafter again he changed his 

version and submitted that the Respondent No.2 had not 

furnished non creamy-layer certificate on 23.04.2016 but he 

produced online application print dated 12.04.2016 and 

22.04.2016.  He had submitted that the Respondent No.2 had 

not be produced non-creamy layer certificate as his application 

for non-creamy layer certificate was misplaced and therefore, he 

made another application dated 22.04.2016 and considering the 
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said fact he had given opportunity to Respondent No.2 to 

produce the non-creamy layer certificate before the declaration of 

the final result and accordingly, the Respondent No.2 submitted 

electronically generated non-creamy layer certificate dated 

22.04.2016 before declaration of result. 

 
21.  The record produced by the Respondent No.1 shows 

that the final result regarding the selection of Police Patil of 

village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) had been prepared and declared 

on 18.8.2016.  It means that the Respondent No.2 has produced 

the non-creamy layer certificate after 23.04.2016 and before the 

18.8.2016.  

 
22.   As against this the version of the Respondent No.2 in 

his affidavit is as under:- 

“05. I say and submit that, the allegations in respect of the 

paragraph No.3,4 to the Original Application, which is 

being contended that, at the time of the respondent 

No.2 did not possess the documents, but respondent 

no.2 had the caste certificate issued by the Sub 

Divisional Office, Vaijapur, Dist. Aurangabad and 

which was obtained from the Maha-e-Seva Kendra 

which is being run by the proprietor Bharat Digambar  
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Sawai, had given the document issued by the Caste 

certificate on 12.06.2016 to the respondent No.2 and 

also the non creamy layer certificate which was also 

received on 22.04.2016 prior to the interview from the 

proprietor of Maha-e-Seva Kendra.  The copy of the 

non creamy layer certificate dated 22.04.2016 is 

annexed herewith and marked at ANNEXURE-“R-3”. 

 (quoted from page no.82 of the O.A.) 

 

On going through the above said fact, it reveals that 

Respondent No.2 collected the caste certificate on 12.04.2016 

and non-creamy layer certificate on 22.04.2016 and produced 

the same before the scrutiny authority prior to his oral interview.  

On going through the office copy of the non-creamy layer 

certificate issued by S.D.O., Vaijapur, page no.86 it reveals that it 

has been prepared on 22.4.2016 but it did not bear outward 

number.  Page no.100 & 101 show that the Respondent No.2 

applied for said certificate on 12.4.2016 and 22.04.2016.  The 

said documents had been prepared and delivered to the 

Respondent No.2 on 26.04.2016 and 29.04.2016 by Maha-E-

Seva-Kendra.  The Maha E-Seva-Kendra has maintained outward 

register in that regard.  Copy of the said register has been placed 

on record at page no.51.  On perusal of record it reveals that the 
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caste certificate of the Respondent No.2 had been delivered on 

26.04.2016 and non-creamy layer certificate had been delivered 

to him on 29.04.2016.  From this it is crystal clear that the 

Respondent No.2 received the documents i.e. caste certificate and 

non-creamy layer certificate on 26.04.2016 and 29.04.2016 

respectively i.e. after the oral interview.  It means that on the 

date of production of original certificate/documents for 

verification i.e. on 23.04.2016, he was not in possession of the 

said documents and he had not produced the same before the 

scrutiny committee before appearing for oral interview.  This fact 

as well as the statement made by the Respondent No.1 show that 

the Respondent No.2 had produced the non-creamy layer 

certificate subsequently after oral interview which is against the 

mandatory terms and condition mentioned in the advertisement.  

The Respondent No.1 ought to have rejected the candidature of 

the Respondent No.2 and he should have declared the 

Respondent No.2 as ineligible for oral interview as per the terms 

and conditions mentioned in the advertisement and he should 

not have considered the Respondent No.2 for oral interview.   

 

23.  Not only this, but there is no written application made 

by the Respondent No.2 to the Respondent No.1 requesting to 
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grant time for production of original certificate/documents as 

contended by the Respondent No.1 in his affidavit.  This falsifies 

the stand of the Respondent No.1 in that regard.   The contention 

raised by the Respondent No.1 and 2 in their affidavit-in-reply 

are contradictory and inconsistent to each other.   The 

Respondent No.2 has made a statement that he produced the 

copies of original certificates i.e. caste certificate and non-creamy 

layer certificate before the oral interview.  But the Respondent 

No.1 has made different statement at different time and lastly 

admitted the fact that the Respondent No.2 had produced the 

non-creamy layer certificate after oral interview and he produced 

the copy of print of the online application and submitted the copy 

of print of electronically generated non-creamy layer certificate 

dated 22.04.2016 before oral interview.  This fact shows that the 

Respondent No.1 the then S.D.O., Vaijapur Shri Laxmikant 

Satalkar made false statement on oath and misled the Tribunal. 

 
24.  On considering the above said facts, it is crystal clear 

that the Respondent No.2 was not eligible for oral interview for 

non production of the original documents/certificates before his 

oral interview as per the terms and conditions of the recruitment 
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process published in the advertisement.  But the Respondent 

No.1 illegally permitted him to appear for oral interview and to 

participate in further recruitment process.  Therefore, the said 

act of the Respondent No.1 is arbitrary, illegal and in violation of 

the terms and conditions mentioned in the advertisement.  The 

act of the Respondent No.1 allowing the Respondent No.2 to 

appear for oral interview is unfair/malafide and act of 

favouritism.  Therefore, the further decision taken by the 

Respondent No.1 to declare the Respondent No.2 as selected 

candidate is also illegal.  It is also material to note that the 

Respondent No.1 has not maintained the minutes of the meeting 

of recruitment committee held time to time during the 

recruitment process.  There is no document to show that the 

recruitment committee granted permission to the Respondent 

No.2 to produce the original documents/certificate.  The 

Respondent No.1 ought to have maintained the minutes of the 

meeting of the recruitment committee to show the transparency 

in the recruitment process.   But the Respondent No.1 had not 

maintained the record properly.  Not only this but there is no 

single document to show that they have passed any order 

permitting the Respondent No.2 to produce the original 
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documents subsequently.  All these facts are sufficient to arrive 

that the Respondent No.1 had intentionally favoured the  

Respondent No.2 and declared him as selected candidate and 

appointed as Police Patil of village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) 

without following the terms and conditions mentioned in the 

advertisement/notification. Therefore, in my view, the selection 

and appointment of the Respondent No.2 on the post of Police 

Patil of village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji) is not legal and therefore 

the same requires to be quashed and set aside. 

 
25.  Learned Advocate for the Respondent No.2 has 

submitted that the Applicant has not raised the objection to the 

selection process at the proper stage.  He had not filed any 

objection for the candidature of the Respondent No.2 at proper 

time and thereafter he challenged the selection of the Respondent 

No.2 as Police Patil of village Ranjangaon (Shen Punji).  He has 

submitted that the Original Application is not maintainable as 

the Applicant had not objected the candidature of the 

Respondent No.2 by raising the objection at the proper stage.  

Therefore, the Original Application is liable to be dismissed.   In 

support of his contention he has placed reliance on the judgment 
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of Hon’ble Apex Court in case of Ashok Kumar and Ors. Vs. 

State of Bihar and Ors. reported in AIR 2016SC5069 and 

judgment of the Hon’ble High Court of judicature at Bombay 

Bench at Aurangabad in Writ Petition No.5250 of 2018 in 

case of Rohit Dilip Pandit Vs. The State of Maharashtra and 

Others decided on 22.06.2018.    

  
26.  I have gone through the above cited decisions.   I have 

no dispute about the settled legal position laid down in the above 

cited decisions.   In those cases the selection process has been 

challenged by the Petitioner and they had not raised objection 

while participating in the recruitment process.  Therefore, it was 

held that they were estopped from turning around.  In the instant 

case, the Applicant has challenged the eligibility of the 

Respondent No.2 for oral interview without production of original 

documents/certificate.  Considering the said fact, in my view the 

principle laid down in the said decisions does not attract in the 

instant case as the Applicant has challenged the eligibility of the 

Respondent No.2 to appear for oral interview and about his 

selection for the post of Police Patil of village Ranjangaon (Shen 

Punji) and he had not challenged the recruitment process.  
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Therefore, in my view, the principles laid down in the above cited 

decisions are not attracted in this case. Therefore, I do not find 

any substance in the submission advanced by the learned 

Advocate for the Respondent No.2 in that regard.   

 
27.  In view of the above said facts, in my view, the 

Respondent No.1 has not considered the mandatory terms and 

conditions mentioned in the advertisement while allowing the 

Respondent No.2 to appear for oral interview though he was not 

in possession of original non-creamy layer certificate before 

appearing for oral interview and he had not produced the same 

before his oral interview.  Therefore, the selection of the 

Respondent No.2 is illegal and the same requires to be quashed.  

Consequently, the impugned order dated 18.08.2016 appointing 

the Respondent No.2 requires to be quashed and set aside by 

allowing the Original Application. 

 
28.  Before parting with the case, it is material to note that 

Shri Laxmikant Prakash Satalkar, the then S.D.O., Vaijapur 

presently working as the Sub-Divisional Officer, Shahada, 

District Nandurbar has misled the Tribunal by making false 

statement on oath before the Tribunal knowingly.  Therefore, Shri 
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Laxmikant Prakash Satalkar, the then S.D.O., Vaijapur is called 

upon to show cause as to why necessary action should not be 

taken against him in that regard.   

 
29.  In view of above, Original Application stands allowed.  

The impugned order dated 18.8.2016 is hereby quashed and set 

aside.  The Respondent No.1 is directed to consider the cases of 

the remaining candidates including the Applicant who had 

appeared for oral interview, on merit and appoint the eligible 

candidate, if he found fit in order on merit within one month.  No 

order as to costs. 

 

30.  Issue show cause notice to Shri Laxmikant Prakash 

Satalkar as to why proper action and contempt proceeding 

should not be initiated against him for making false statement on 

oath before Tribunal and misleading the Tribunal.     

 

  

 

Place:- Aurangabad     (B.P. Patil)        
Date :- 29.03.2019       Member (J) 
 
 
Sas. O.A.No.789/2016.Police Patil BPP. 


