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State.
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CORAM S.V.GANGAPURWALA AND
K.L.WADANE, JJ.
Date 22.12.2016.
PER COURT
1. Heard.
2. Mr.Irpatgire, learned counsel submits that the petitioners in

these Writ Petitions are the Educational Institutions. They had
applied for opening new College, pursuant to the advertisement
issued by the Director of Higher Education, Maharashtra State,
Pune. The learned counsel submits that the said proposal is refused
to be accepted erroneously. The Government Resolution dated

12.8.2010 is being misread by the authorities. There are no



Colleges in the Talukas, wherein these petitioners had applied for
opening new Colleges and as such the petitioners would be entitled
to open a new College on grant-in-aid basis.

3. The learned Additional Government Pleader for the State
and Mr.Malte, learned counsel for the University submit that the
Government Resolution dated 12.8.2010 is self-explanatory. The
place where the petitioners had applied is not included for
permitting of opening new Colleges. The said Government
Resolution covers those institutions who are already in existence
either on no grant basis or permanent no grant basis.

4. The petitioners may not be in a position to take benefit of
G.R. dated 12.8.2010. Annexure A to the G.R. gives the details of
the Talukas, wherein there are Colleges on permanent no grant
basis and Annexure B gives details of the Talukas,wherein there is
no College in existence. The place where the petitioner had applied
is not included in Annexure B, so also with the corresponding
faculty.

5. Moreover, the claim of the petitioners has also become stale.
6. Considering above, the Writ Petitions stand disposed of. No

costs.

(K.L.WADANE, J.) (S.V.GANGAPURWALA, J.)
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