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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATTE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.14151 OF 2016

Shivner Mitra Mandal and Another ...Petitioners
vs.

The State of Maharashtra and Others ...Respondents

Mr. Prashant Bhavake, for the Petitioners
Mr. Anuj Jaiswal i/b. Little & Co., for Respondent No. 4.
Mr. Vikas Mali, AGP for the Respondent-State.

CORAM : SHANTANU S. KEMKAR &
    PRAKASH D. NAIK, JJ.

DATE : DECEMBER 22, 2016

P.C.:

. Not on board. Upon mentioning taken on board.

2. Parties through their counsel.

3. The  grievance  of  the  Petitioners  is  that,  the  concerned 

Education Inspector had recommended proposal  for submitting the 

examination forms of various schools similarly placed to that of the 

Petitioners to the 'Board' taking note of the interest of the students, 

but Petitioners' similar proposal submitted before Respondent No. 3 

has not yet been processed.
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4. Keeping in view the fact that similarly placed schools have 

been extended the aforesaid benefit and even the Petitioner's institute 

was also extended the benefit  in the  last  year,  we dispose of this 

Petition  by  directing  Education  Inspector  -  Respondent  No.  3  to 

consider the said proposal and in case he finds that the proposal can 

be favourably forwarded in the interest of the students, the same be 

forwarded  to  Respondent  No.  4  'Board'  who  in  turn  shall  take 

appropriate  decision in that regard,  as has been taken in  similarly 

placed institutions.

5. Let the entire exercise as aforesaid be done by Respondent 

No. 3 in five days from today and thereafter by Respondent No. 4 in 

further five days. In case the permission to students as aforesaid is 

granted  the  late  fees  as  may  be  payable  shall  be  payable  by  the 

Petitioner.

6. With the aforesaid direction, the Petition is disposed of.

(PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.)  (SHANTANU S. KEMKAR, J.)
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