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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

BENCH AT AURANGABAD.

APPELLATE SIDE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 9642 OF 2014

SMT. ARATI ASHOK KADAM

VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

...

Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Kshirsagar Gajanan K.

AGP for Respondents: Mr.D.B.Bhange.

Advocate for Respondent Nos.3 and 4 : Mr. Rajput Deepak K.

Advocate for Respondent No.5 : Mr. Dharurkar Chaitanya V.

...

WITH

WRIT PETITION NO. 9654 OF 2014

SMT. DEEPALI BABASAHEB DHAWALE

VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

...

Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Kshirsagar Gajanan K.

AGP for Respondents: Mr.A.S.Shinde.

Advocate for Respondent Nos.3 and 4 : Mr. Rajput Deepak K.

Advocate for Respondent No.5 : Mr. Dharurkar Chaitanya V.

...

A N D

WRIT PETITION NO. 9657 OF 2014

RANJANA CHILIYAJI MAGAR

VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

...

Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Kshirsagar Gajanan K.

AGP for Respondents: Mr.A.K.Tambe.

Advocate for Respondent Nos.3 and 4 : Mr. Rajput Deepak K.

Advocate for Respondent No.5 : Mr. Dharurkar Chaitanya V.

...

CORAM  : S. V. GANGAPURWALA  and

V. L. ACHLIYA, JJ.

DATE      : 17th February, 2015. 
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P.C.:

. Mr.Kshirsagar, learned counsel for the Petitioners submits that the

Respondent – Management has forwarded the proposal to the Education

Officer (Primary) seeking approval to the appointments of the Petitioners.

However, for almost two years, no decision is taken by the Respondent –

Education Officer.  According to the learned counsel, the Petitioners are

appointed by following due procedure of law and as against the vacant

posts. 

 

2 Mr.Dharurkar, learned counsel for the Respondent – Management

affirms the fact that the proposals seeking approval to the appointments

of the Petitioners are already forwarded.

 

3 The learned counsel for the Education Officer submits that in case

those proposals are pending, the same would be decided in accordance

with law.

 

4 In light of the above, we pass the following order:

I. The Respondent – Education Officer shall decide the

proposal  (Exhibit  –  'F')  in  all  the  matters,  in

accordance with law, as per its policy, expeditiously,

preferably within four months.

 

II. Accordingly, all the writ petitions are disposed of.  No

costs. 

[ V. L. ACHLIYA, J. ] [ S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J. ] 
ndm 


