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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY.

BENCH AT AURANGABAD.

WRIT PETITION NO. 3269 OF 2018

Shashikant Balajirao Padalwar … Petitioner

VERSUS

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. … Respondents

..........
Mr Sunil M. Vibhute, Advocate for the petitioner

Mr P. S. Patil, AGP for respondent/State
Mrs. Vaishali S. Chaudhari, Advocate for respondent No. 4

.............

CORAM  :  S. V. GANGAPURWALA & 

   A. M. DHAVALE, JJ.

DATE      :  28TH MARCH, 2018.

ORDER: 

1. Learned Assistant  Government  Pleader  accepts  notice  for 

respondents  No.  1,  2  and 4.   Mrs.  Vaishali  S.  Chaudhari,  learned 

counsel waives service of notice for respondent No. 3.  

2. After hearing the learned counsel for the respective parties, 

we pass the following order.

ORDER

      Respondent  No.  4 shall  issue the  attested  copy of  the  tribe 

certificate  submitted  by  the  petitioner  within  one  week.   The 

petitioner shall, within one week on receipt of the tribe certificate, 
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file an application along with the attested tribe certificate to the Sub-

Divisional  Officer,  Degloor.   The  Sub-Divisional  Officer,  Degloor, 

upon  receiving  the  attested  copy  of  the  tribe  certificate  and  the 

application, shall issue the corrected tribe certificate to the petitioner 

within one week.  The petitioner shall,  on receipt of corrected tribe 

certificate,  submit  the  corrected  tribe  certificate  to  the  Committee 

within  one  week.   The  Committee  shall  thereafter  decide  the 

proceeding  within  six  months  on  receipt  of  the  corrected  tribe 

certificate.  The petitioner shall cooperate in expeditious disposal of 

the proceeding.  The respondents No. 2 and 3 shall not withhold the 

result  of  the petitioner's  examination only on the ground that the 

validation proceeding is pending.  In case the petitioner is otherwise 

eligible, then the petitioner shall not be refrained from prosecuting 

the study in the next year only on the ground that the validation 

proceeding  is  pending.   The  respondents  No.  2  and  3  may  take 

further course of action depending upon the judgment that would be 

delivered by the Committee in the validation proceeding.  

3. The Writ Petition is accordingly disposed of.  No costs.

[  A. M. DHAVALE ] [  S. V. GANGAPURWALA ]

          JUDGE                JUDGE
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