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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).12557/2006

(From the judgement and order dated 17/04/2006 in   MCA No.
497/2006 & WP No. 895/2006   of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT
NAGPUR)

PAWANSING                                                               Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS                                              Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to file additional documents and
prayer for interim relief and office report)

(For final disposal)

Date: 05/07/2010        This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE AFTAB ALAM
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.M. LODHA

For Petitioner(s)            Mr. Praful S. Khubalkar, Adv.
                             Mr. Satyajit A. Desai, Adv.
                             Mr. Venkateswara Rao Anumolu,Adv.

For Respondent(s)            Ms. Asha Gopalan Nair,Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

                  Heard counsel for the petitioner.

                  The    petitioner      went    to     the      High    Court   of

            judicature at Bombay, Nagpur Bench assailing the

            order dated December 23, 2005 passed by the Caste

            Scrutiny      Committee,     in     which       he   was     found    to

            belong      to   ’Chhatri’    caste       and     not   to     ’Rajput

            Bhamta’ caste, as claimed by him.

                  On a consideration of the materials on record

            and   the    submissions     advanced        on      behalf    of    the

            petitioner, the High Court upheld the order of the
   Caste Scrutiny Committee and dismissed his writ

   petition.
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       Now      in    the    special    leave          petition    filed

   before us, counsel for the petitioner sought to

   contend that he was appointed in the category of



   freedom fighters’ nominee and not on the basis of

   his caste, ’Rajput Bhamta’.              And hence, he should

   not be removed from service and visited with other

   consequences on the basis of the findings of the

   Caste Scrutiny Committee.

       In the High Court order there is nothing to

   show that any such plea was raised there.                           The

   issue before the High Court was with regard to

   validity     of     the      findings         of     the     Scrutiny

   Committee.         We are, therefore, not inclined to

   permit the petitioner to raise this totally new

   issue before us.

       In     the     result,    we    find      no     merit     in   the

   special    leave    petition.            It    is,     accordingly,

   dismissed.

(Neetu Khajuria)                                      (R.K. Sharma)
     Sr.P.A.                                           Court Master


