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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 3246 OF 2019

Trupti Jayantrao Lalsare .. Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra and others .. Respondents

Shri Vitthal G. Salgare, Advocate for the Petitioner.

Mrs. A. V. Gondhalekar, Addl.G.P. for Respondent Nos. 1 to 3.
The Respondent Nos. 4 and 5 are served.

CORAM: S.V.GANGAPURWALA AND
AVINASH G. GHAROTE, JJ.
DATE: 04TH DECEMBER, 2019.

FINAL ORDER :

Mr. Salgare, the learned counsel for the petitioner submits
that, the T.E.T. is not necessary for an Arts teacher. So also for
an appointment of Arts teacher he is not required to go through
the Pavitra Portal. The learned counsel relies on the
Government Resolution dated 03™ December, 2014. The learned
counsel submits that, the petitioner has approached the
respondent No. 1 by filing representation. It is only on the
ground that petitioner is not possessing TET qualification and
not appointed through Pavitra Portal, her proposal is rejected.

The respondents be directed to decide the representation.

2. In fact, superior authority of Education Officer would be

Deputy Director of Education. He would consider the
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Government Resolutions as would be pointed out to him. The
petitioner may approach the Deputy Director of Education
Aurangabad. The petitioner may point out the Government
Resolutions relied by her. The Deputy Director of Education
shall consider the case put forth by the petitioner and take
decision about the order passed by the Education Officer
rejecting the proposal for approval. If the representation filed by
the petitioner is pending, then the decision shall be taken by the
Deputy Director of Education expeditiously and preferably
within a period of three (03) months from today.

3. In view of the above, the writ petition is disposed of. No

costs.

[AVINASH G. GHAROTE, J/] [S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J ]
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