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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO. 5970/2024
(RAHUL AMBADAS RONGHE & OTHERS VERSUS STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & OTHERS)

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
appearances, Court'’s orders of directions Court's or Judge's order
and Registrar's orders.

Shri Anand Parchure, counsel for the petitioners.
Shri S.M. Ukey, Additional Government Pleader for the respondent nos.1 to 3.

CORAM : NITIN W. SAMBRE AND VRUSHALI V. JOSHI, JJ.
DATE : NOVEMBER 12, 2024
PC.

Heard the learned counsel for the parties.

2. All the petitioners are claiming to be the employees of the
respondent no.5-Guruwarya Ashray Matimanda Mulanchi Niwasi
Shala (for short, ‘the respondent no.5-School’), a school for
specially abled children, which is run and managed by the
respondent no.4-Swa.Manikrao Anavhane Shikshan Sanstha (for
short, ‘the respondent no.4-Society’).

It is the case of the petitioners that the administrative
approval is granted to the other staff by the respondent nos.2 and 3
pursuant to the proposal submitted by the respondent nos.4 and 5
bypassing the claim of the petitioners who are working since
substantial period. It is urged that the claim put forth by the
petitioners be directed to be decided by the respondent no.2,

expeditiously.

3. In the backdrop of the submissions made, Shri S.M. Ukey,

learned Additional Government Pleader for the respondent nos.1



APTE
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to 3 submits that in the facts and circumstances of the case, this

Court may pass an appropriate order.

4. In the aforesaid background, particularly in view of the claim
put forth by the petitioners that the respondent no.2 has bypassed
them while granting the administrative approval to the other staff,
we deem it appropriate to direct the petitioners to appear before
the respondent no.2-Regional Deputy Commissioner, Social Welfare
Department, Nagpur Division on December 09, 2024 with detail
representations in the form of appeals alongwith relevant
documents. Once the petitioners appear with written grievance
which they intend to substantiate with documentary evidence, the
respondent no.2 is directed to look into the said grievances of the
petitioners expeditiously and communicate the decision taken
within a period of four months from the date of appearance of the

petitioners before him.

5. The writ petition accordingly stands disposed of. No costs.

(VRUSHALI V. JOSHLI, J.) (NITIN W. SAMBRE, J.)



