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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIRCUIT BENCH AT KOLHAPUR
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION NO. 88 OF 2025

Prafull Shashikant Patil & Ors. ... Petitioners
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents

Mr. D.V. Sutar a/w Mrs. Shruti P Ghodake, Ms. Rakshita R. Shinde, Ms.
Reshma Adnaik, Mr. Shashank Chavan for the Petitioners.

Mr. Jaykumar J. Pomaje for the Respondent no.5.

Mr. S.B. Kalel, AGP for the Respondent - State.

Coram: M.S. Kamik &
Ajit B. Kadethankar, JJ.

Date : November 06, 2025.
PC.:

1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioners.

2. Though elaborate arguments are made by the learned counsel for
the petitioners inviting our attention to the public interest cause which
has been highlighted in the present petition, in the facts and
circumstances of the present case, we find that as the Municipal Council
by its letter dated 28" April 2025 submitted on 6™ May 2025 and also on

20.05.2025 has already forwarded the necessary proposal for the
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implementation of the scheme called “Maharashtra Suvarn Jayanti
Nagarotthan Mahabhiyan”, it would be appropriate if the respondent
no.1 looks into the proposal and takes the same to its logical conclusion
in accordance with law / policy within a period of six months from the

date of communication of this order.

3. Learned AGP points out that in fact the proposal has been
forwarded to the respondent no.2. It is, therefore, imperative for the
respondent no.2 to immediately look into the proposal and take
appropriate decision or to forward the same to the respondent no.1 for
enabling the respondent no.1 to comply with the aforesaid directions
issued by this Court. The decision to be taken on its own merits in
accordance with law. It is further pointed out that on page 81 of the
paper book, technical sanction dated 28™ February 2024 has already been
granted by the Maharashtra Jeevan Pradhikaran to the said scheme.
These are the matters which obviously will have to be looked into by the
respondent nos. 1 and 2 while considering the proposal on its own

merits.

4, The PIL is disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

[Ajit B. Kadethankar, J. ] [ M. S. Karnik ]
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