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                       IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.933 OF  2021

Ganesh Laxman Waghmode ...Petitioner

            V/s.

The State of Maharashtra and Ors. ...Respondents

AND
WRIT PETITION NO.934 OF  2021

Sadhanarani Abhiman Mane ...Petitioner

            V/s.

The State of Maharashtra and Ors. ...Respondents

----
Mr. S. M. Katkar for the Petitioners.
Mrs. A. A. Purav, AGP for the Respondent-State.

----

CORAM : NITIN JAMDAR AND
         C. V. BHADANG,  JJ.

DATE    :   22 MARCH 2021.

P. C.
. The grievance of the Petitioners is that the proposal for the

approval to appointment of the Petitioners is pending since 31

January 2014 with the Respondent No.3-Administrative Officer,

Pimpri  Chinchwad  Municipal  Corporation.  Respondent  No.5-
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Educational Institute had submitted the proposal to Respondent

No.3.

2. Upon  receipt  of  the  proposal  from  the  Respondent-

Education  Officer/Management  on  31  January  2014  the

Administrative Officer has replied on 24 March 2014 pointing

out certain shortfalls. Those are  certain corrections in the joining

report  of  Shri  Waghmore,  caste  validity  certificate  of  Shri

Waghmore  not  produced,  resignation  letter  of  employee  Smt.

Khokar  is  not  produced,  Resolution  granting  approval  to

resignation of Smt.  Khokar is not produced and copy of approval

granted to Smt. Khokar is not produced. 

3. Learned  Counsel  for  the  Petitioners  submitted  that

objections have been duly complied with and documents have

been supplied. However, there is no letter to that effect pointing

out  to  the  Administrative  Officer  that  shortfalls  have  been

complied  with  nor  particulars  as  on  which  date  this  fact  was

brought to the notice of the Administrative Officer is pleaded in

the petition.

4. Appropriate  course  of  action  would  be  to  permit  the

Petitioners and/or the Respondent-Education Institution to bring

to the notice of the Administrative Officer by way of a written

communication  their  stand  that  shortfalls  are  removed.  Once
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such  a  written  communication  is  made,  the  Administrative

Officer can then examine and issue necessary directions. 

5. Learned Counsel for the Petitioners submitted that written

communication with necessary particulars and annexures will be

addressed  to  the  Administrative  Officer  within  a  period  of  2

weeks. If such written representation is filed within the time limit

as above, the Administrative Officer to take a decision within 8

weeks  thereafter  and  subject  to  earlier  time  bound  direction

issued  by  this  Court,  if  any  communicate  the  same  to  the

Petitioners. 

6. Considering the fact that we had not issued notice to the

Administrative Officer, the decision would be taken as per law.

7. The Writ Petitions are accordingly disposed of. 

(C. V. BHADANG, J.)       (NITIN JAMDAR, J.)
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