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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO.9620 OF 2019

Shri Shradhanand Ganapati Ranadive … Petitioner
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. … Respondents
-------

Datta H. Pawar, advocate for the petitioner.
S.B. Kalel, AGP for the respondents-State.

-------

CORAM : S.S. SHINDE &
N.B. SURYAWANSHI, JJ.

DATE     :  15TH OCTOBER, 2019.

P.C. :

 

1. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner

and the learned AGP appearing for the respondents.

2. There is an innocuous prayer in the Petition, in as much

as  the  direction  is  sought  to  the  respondent  No.3  to  decide  the

complaint filed by the petitioner on 24th May, 2019 (Exhibit ‘F’, Page

19) of the compilation of the Writ Petition.

3. The learned AGP appearing for the respondents submits

that the petitioner has efficacious and alternate remedy for redressal

of  his  grievance,  and  therefore,  the  question  of  entertaining  the
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complaint by the respondent No.3 would not arise.

4. Be  that  as  it  may, since  the  petitioner  has  sought

directions  to  the  respondent  No.3  to  decide  his  complaint,  the

respondent No.3 is directed to decide the complaint dated 24 th May,

2019 filed by the petitioner, if already not decided, on its own merits

and in accordance with law, as expeditiously as possible, however

within 10 weeks from today and communicate the said decision to

the petitioner.

5. With the above direction, Writ Petition is disposed of.

6. It  is made clear that this court has not expressed any

opinion on merits of the contentions raised in the said complaint and

it  is  for  the  respondent  No.3  to  take  the  appropriate  decision  in

accordance with the law. 

(N.B. SURYAWANSHI, J.) (S.S. SHINDE, J.)
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