
                                                                     IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
                                           BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

(1) WP NO.1188/2014

46 WRIT PETITION NO. 1188 OF 2014 

Smt.  Sheetal  d/o  Ramesh  Thakur  alias  Sow.Sheetal  w/o  Pravin 
Thakur, age 38 years, Occu. Service,
r/o. 117/74, Umanagari, Morarji Peth, 
Solapur, District Solapur.

...PETITIONER
VERSUS 

1. The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Tribal Development Deptt., 
Mantralaya, Mumbai - 32.

2. The Scheduled Tribe Certificate
Scrutiny Committee, Nandurbar
Region, Nandurbar.

3. Solapur Education Society's Navin 
Marathi School, Solapur, Taluka 
and District Solapur, through its
Headmistress.

...RESPONDENTS

... 
Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Kalyan Patil h/f Mr. Barlinge S.R. 

AGP for Respondent State: Mr.G.R.Ingole
Mr. Patil Pravin S., Adv., for R/2.

... 
CORAM : S.S. SHINDE & P.R. BORA, JJ. 

Dated: March 23, 2015 
... 

PER COURT :- 

1. Heard.   Rule.    Rule  made  returnable  and  heard 

forthwith with the consent of the parties. 

AGP/-



                                                                     IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
                                           BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

(2) WP NO.1188/2014

2. This  petition  is  filed  seeking  direction  to  respondent 

no.2  Committee  to  decide  the  tribe  claim  of  the  petitioner 

expeditiously  and  till  then  no  adverse  action  should  be  taken 

against the petitioner by respondent no.3.  

 

3. The fact that the tribe claim of the petitioner is pending 

with respondent no.2 is not in dispute.   We direct respondent no.2 

to  decide  the  tribe  claim  of  the  petitioner  as  expeditiously  as 

possible, preferably within six months from today.  

Needless to say that petitioner should extend cooperation for 

early disposal of the tribe claim. 

4. Till the tribe claim of the petitioner is decided by respondent 

no.2, respondent no.3 shall not take any adverse action against 

the  petitioner  on  the  ground  that  she  has  not  submitted  tribe 

validity certificate.  Protection granted to the petitioner is subject 

to outcome of proceedings pending before respondent no.2.

Rule made absolute in above terms. 

  

( P.R. BORA, J. )                        ( S.S. SHINDE, J. ) 
... 

AGP/-


