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  IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

 BENCH AT AURANGABAD

            

WRIT PETITION NO.1019 OF 2016

Atul s/o Nagesh Gajbhiye,

Age: 39 years, Occ: Business,

R/o. D-6, Jai-Jui Apartment

Lokmanya Gharkul, Uttar Nagari,

M.I.D.C. Chikalthana,

Aurangabad. ...Petitioner

versus

The State of Maharashtra,

through its Secretary

School Education & Sports Dept.

Mantralaya, Mumbai-32 & ors ...Respondents

WITH

WRIT PETITION NO.1020 OF 2016

Manish s/o Nagesh Gajbhiye,

Age: 41 years, Occ: Service,

R/o. D-6, Jai-Jui Apartment

Lokmanya Gharkul, Uttar Nagari,

M.I.D.C. Chikalthana,

Aurangabad. ...Petitioner

versus

The State of Maharashtra,

through its Secretary

School Education & Sports Dept.

Mantralaya, Mumbai-32 & ors ...Respondents

.....

Mr. S.A. Nagarsoge, Advocate for the

petitioners

Mr.S.B. Yawalkar, A.G.P. for respondent 

Nos. 1 and 2

Mr. Deelip Bankar Patil, Advocate for 

respondent No. 3
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Mr. S.V. Natu, Advocate for respondent No. 4  

.....

   CORAM : S. S. SHINDE &

         SANGITRAO S. PATIL,JJ

                     DATE  :  11th JULY, 2016 

ORAL ORDER  :

Heard  learned  Counsel  appearing  for  the

parties.

2. Both these petitions are disposed of with

a  direction  to  the  Education  Officer  (Primary),

Zilla Parishad, Aurangabad to take decision on the

applications  dated  07/12/2015  filed  by  the

petitioners in respect of non granting benefit of

notification dated 15/03/2013 issued by Government

of Maharashtra  pursuant  to Right  of Children  to

Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009, if already

not decided, as expeditiously as possible, however

within  a  period  of  three  weeks  from  today  and

communicate the said decision to the petitioners

and also to the respondents. 

3. Learned Counsel appearing for respondent
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No.4 assures that necessary record for the purpose

of  deciding  the  applications  filed  by  the

petitioners  would  be  made  available  to  the

Education  Officer,  as  and  when  the  Education

Officer call for such record.

4. Both the writ petitions stand disposed of

in above terms.

  

 [ SANGITRAO S. PATIL, J. ]  [ S. S. SHINDE, J. ]

 

Tupe/


