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PER COURT
1. Heard.
2. Mr.Dixit, learned counsel for the petitioners states that

mechanically the Respondents have rejected the proposal of the
petitioners for starting Secondary School. The petitioners are
already running a Primary School under the valid permission. The
learned counsel submits that under order of this Court in
W.P.N0.4935/1997, the Respondents were directed to decide the
proposal submitted in the year 1997. However, the rival group had
illegally submitted the proposal which is rejected and that too not

on merits. The proposal of 1997 is not at all considered.
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3. We have heard learned A.G.P.
4. With the introduction of Right of Children to Free and
Compulsory Education Act, 2009, the parameters for start of new
School have undergone change. Even the concept of Primary
School and Secondary School have undergone change. The
proposal submitted in the year 1997 as such would be of no avail.
5. In light of that, the petitioners are at liberty to submit a fresh
proposal to the Respondent authorities. In case such proposal is
submitted then the Respondent authorities shall take decision upon
the said proposal on its own merits in accordance with law and
existing policy expeditiously, preferably within six (6) months.

6. The Writ Petition is disposed of. No costs.

(K.L.WADANE, J.) (S.V.GANGAPURWALA, J.)
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