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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 9599 OF 2024
WITH CA/9709/2024  IN WP/9599/2024

Sanket s/o Gangadhar Ganlewar,
Age 28 years, Occ. Student,
R/o. Undari (pd), Tq. Mukhed, 
Dist. Nanded. … Petitioner

VERSUS

1) The State of Maharashtra.
2) Scheduled Tribe Certificate Verification

Committee, Kinwat, Headquarter
Chhatrapati Sambhajinagar,
Through its Deputy Director (Research)
and Member Secretary. … Respondents

...
Advocate for the Petitioner : Mr. Thorat Chandrakant R.

AGP for Respondent Nos. 1 & 2 : Mr. R.S. Wani 
...

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

DATE :  06.09.2024

PER COURT :    

Heard.

2 The learned A.G.P. tenders across the bar a copy of the corrigendum

issued by the respondent no. 2-committee in respect of the judgment and

order under challenge.  By a common judgment and order the committee

had decided the proposals of five individuals.  First four had preferred this

writ petition.  To the extent of petitioners Manas, Maroti and Sudeep,  we

have  already  decided  the  petition  and  have  quashed  and  set  aside  the

judgment and order of the committee to their extent by allowing the writ

petition partially on 04.09.2024.
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3. As  regards  petitioner  Sanket,  the  impugned  order  referred  to  his

original case number, which was already turned down by the committee and

had granted him liberty to apply again with a corrected tribe certificate. It

was being submitted before us that pursuant to the fresh certificate obtained

by him he had submitted a fresh proposal and instead of deciding that the

impugned  order  was  passed  as  if  his  original  proposal  itself  was  under

consideration and was being rejected.

4. By way of this corrigendum, the committee has now declared that the

number of proposal incorporated in the order under challenge in respect of

Sanket stands corrected, incorporating the new number.

5. Since the petition to the extent of Sanket was kept pending, we had

disposed of the writ petition in respect of rest of the petitioners.  Since it is a

common order, even the petition to the extent of Sanket stands disposed of

with the same judgment and order, which we have passed in the matter of

other petitioners.

6. The respondent no. 2-committee shall immediately issue a certificate

of validity to the petitioner Sanket s/o Gangadhar Ganlewar,  as belonging

to ‘Mannervarlu’ scheduled tribe.  The validity shall be co-terminus with the

validity of the earlier validity holders.

7. The Civil Application is disposed of. 

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

mkd/-
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