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32 WRIT PETITION NO. 10740 OF 2015 

RAVALNATH SHAIKSHNIK AND SANSKRUTIK MANDAL THROUGH 
ITS PRESIDENT BABAJI MAHADEV RAWOOL 

VERSUS 
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANOTHERS 

... 
Advocate for Petitioners : Mr. P.R.Kadethankar h/f 

Mr.Patil Mahesh H. 
AGP for Respondent State: Mr.P.G.Borade

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

Dated: February 12, 2016 
... 

PER COURT :- 
 
1. Heard learned Counsel  for the petitioner and learned 

A.G.P. appearing for respondent State.

 

2. It  appears  that  the  petitioner  has  filed  detailed 

representation  to  the  Minister  for  Social  Justice  and  Special 

Assistance Department, Government of Maharashtra, Mantralaya, 

Mumbai.   It also appears that the said representation is titled, 

"DURUST APPEAL PRAT'.   Learned Counsel for the petitioner fairly 

states  that,   the  remedy  of  the  appeal  is  not  available  and, 

therefore, he submits that the said  "DURUST APPEAL PRAT' may 

be  considered  as  representation  by  respondent  no.1  and   the 

concerned Minister, and directions may be given to them to decide 

the  said  representation  on  merits,  as  expeditiously  as  possible. 

The Counsel appearing for the petitioner invited our attention to 

the order passed by this Court in the case of (1) WP -
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No.5293/2015,   dated  3rd  August,  2015 (Kapadne Khadi  Aur 

Gramodyog  Sanstha  Kapadne,  Dhule  and  others  Vs.  The 

State  of  Maharashtra  and  others )  and  (2)  Writ  Petition 

No.4666/1997, dated 8th July, 2010, in the case of  Nav Yuvak 

Shikshan  Sanstha,  Hanegaon  Vs.  Jai  Javan  Jai  Kisan 

Samajik Shaikshanik Sanstha, Kini, and submits that, in similar 

set  of  facts,  this  Court  has  directed  the  State  Government  to 

consider  the  prayers  of  the  petitioners  therein,  regarding 

admissibility of grants to the petitioner institutions therein.

 

3. In the light of discussion in foregoing paragraph, we 

direct respondent no.1 to take a decision, if already not taken, on 

afore mentioned representation,  about admissibility  of  grants  to 

the  petitioner  institution,  as  expeditiously  as  possible,  and 

preferably within a period of three months from today on its own 

merits, in accordance with law and Government policy.    We make 

it  clear that respondent no.1,  or the concerned Minister,  as the 

case may be, will be at liberty to hear the petitioner, if they feel it 

necessary. 

The decision so taken by the concerned authority shall  be 

communicated to the petitioner forthwith.

The petition stands disposed of on above terms. 

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