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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO.2791 OF 2021

Savitribai Phule Mahila Vikas Mandal, 
Shewadi, Tq. Jintur, Dist Parbhani
through its President/Secretary ... PETITIONER

     VERSUS

1. The State of Maharashtra,
through its Principal Secretary,
Higher and Technical Education Department, 
Mantralaya, Mumbai – 32.

2. Registrar,
Kavi Kulguru Kalidas Sanskrit Vishvavidyalaya
(University), Mauda Road, Ramtek,
Tq. Ramtek, Dist. Nagpur - 441106 

3. The State of Maharashtra
through its Secretary, Social Justice and 
Special Assistant Department, Mantralaya,
Mumbai – 32. … RESPONDENTS

...
Advocate for Petitioners : Mr. Pramod C. Mayure  
AGP for Respondents: Mr. A.A. Jagatkar

…

CORAM : MANGESH S. PATIL &
 SHAILESH P. BRAHME, JJ.

DATE : 21.08.2023

PER COURT :    

Heard.

2. The learned advocate for the petitioner, on instructions, submits

that irrespective of the prayer clause, the petitioner would be contended if

its proposal for starting a M.S.W. course is considered by the respondent

No.3 on its own merits at the earliest.  
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3. He also points out the order passed by this Court in the matters

of few other similarly placed institutes in Writ Petition No.6580/2020 Shri

Sant Damaji Appa Charitable Trust Arkhed Vs. The State of Maharashtra and

others and connected matter decided on 02.11.2020, wherein, even there is

a reference to the order passed in similar matter at Nagpur bench.

4. Even in the affidavit-in-reply in paragraph No.8 the respondent

No.3 has expressly mentioned that the proposal for starting M.S.W. course is

pending with the Department of Social Justice for decision.  The proposal is

seems to be pending since last many years.

5. We dispose of the writ petition by directing the respondent No.3

to take a decision in respect of petitioner’s proposal as expeditiously as

possible and in any case within eight weeks.

   ( SHAILESH P. BRAHME, J.)               (MANGESH S. PATIL, J.)

habeeb
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