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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.15508 OF 2024

Sapna Sakharam Patil … Petitioner

V/s.

The State of Maharashtra 

Through G.P. & Ors … Respondents

-----

Mr. Kaustubh Patil, for Petitioner.

Smt. V.R. Raje, AGP, for Respondent Nos.1, 4 & 5.

Mr. Neel Helekar, for Respondent No.3.

Ms. Dhruti Kapadia, a/w Bharti Gerella for Respondent No.2- CET Cell.

Ms. Vrushali Shivgan, i/b Sachindra Shetye for Respondent No.6-MUHS.

-----

CORAM : ARIF S. DOCTOR &

SOMASEKHAR SUNDARESAN, JJ.

DATE      : 7TH NOVEMBER 2024

[VACATION COURT]

P.C. :

1. Ms. Kapadia learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the CET Cell

has today tendered a copy of the e-mail which records that since one seat is

vacant in the MES Ayurved Mahavidyalaya, the Petitioner shall be allowed to

avail of that seat and the Petitioner, therefore, shall also report to Respondent

No.3-College with all the documents and necessary fees by 8 th November, 2024
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so that the admission process can be completed.

2. Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of Respondent No.3-College has

submitted that the admission was not accorded not only because of the vacant

seat in the Caste category but also because of the following discrepancies were

noted:-

“The name and date of birth of the Petitioner appearing on the

School  Leaving  Certificate,  Domicile  Certificate  and  in  the

Aadhar Card was differently spelt out.”

3. Learned Counsel for Respondent No.3-College thus submitted that

the Respondent No.3-College has no difficulty in according admission to the

Petitioner,  however,  the  College  will  require  an  affidavit  to  be  filed  by  the

Petitioner with the College clarifying/explaining the said discrepancies. At this

stage,  learned  Counsel  for  the  Petitioner  requested  that  time  to  comply  be

extended from 8th November, 2024 to 14th November, 2024. Mr. Helekar does

not object. We thus, in the peculiar facts of this case have passed the present

order.

4. The Petition is accordingly disposed of.

 (SOMASEKHAR SUNDARESAN, J.)     (ARIF S. DOCTOR, J.)
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