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          IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

            BENCH AT AURANGABAD

29 WRIT PETITION NO. 8513 OF 2024
SAI BALGRUHA VADIGODRI RUN BY PRIYANKA 

BAHUUDHESHIYA SEVABHAVI SANSTHA THROUGH ITS PRESIDENT
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA THROUGH 
ITS PRINCIPAL SECRETARY AND OTHERS

AND

38 WRIT PETITION NO. 8523 OF 2024
JAGDAMBA BALKASHRAM BALGRAHA RUN BY  PRIYANKA 

BAHUUDHESHIYA SEVABHAVI SANSTHA THROUGH ITS PRESIDENT
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA THROUGH 
ITS PRINCIPAL SECRETARY AND OTHERS

AND

39 WRIT PETITION NO. 8524 OF 2024
TINTARWANI BALGRAHA RUN BY YUGANTAR 
PRATISTHAN BEED THROUGH ITS PRESIDENT

VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA THROUGH 
ITS PRINCIPAL SECRETARY AND OTHERS

...

   Advocate for Petitioner in all matters : Mr. Thombre S.S.

Addl.GP for Respondents/State in WP-8513/2024 : Mr. A.R. Kale

AGP for Respondents/State in WP-8523/2024 : Mr. N.D. Batule

AGP for Respondents/State in WP-8524/2024 : Mr. S.R. Yadav Lonikar

...

                                        CORAM    :    MANGESH S. PATIL &

                        SHAILESH P. BRAHME, JJ.

               DATE    :    12  AUGUST 2024

PER COURT :

. The  petitioners  are  the  institutes  running  child  care  homes
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under  the  Juvenile  Justice  (Care  and Protection  of  Children) Act,

2015. They are aggrieved by the fact that the respondent no.3 is not

even ready to accept the proposals for renewal of the registration.

2. Without  expressing  anything  on  merits,  the  conduct  of  the

respondent  no.3  not  even  accepting  the  requests/applications/

proposals would be unbecoming of a public office.

3. We dispose of the petitions  by directing respondent no.3 to

duly receive the proposals/applications filed by the petitioners and

deal with them in accordance with law expeditiously.

[ SHAILESH P. BRAHME, J.]                     [ MANGESH S. PATIL, J.]

Najeeb..


