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

969 WRIT PETITION NO. 2056 OF 2019

Milind Pandurang Jadhav
VERSUS
The State Of Maharashtra And Others
Mr. Irfan D. Maniyar, Advocate for the Petitioner
Mr. V. V. Jahagirdar, AGP for Respondents/State

Mr. Pranav Dhakne i/b. Ameya Sabnis for Respondent Nos. 3 & 4.
Ms. Yogita S. Thorat, Advocate for Respondent No.2

CORAM : KISHORE C. SANT AND
ABASAHEB D. SHINDE, JJ.

DATED : NOVEMBER 18, 2025

RC.:
1. The petitioner has come to this Court challenging non-approval

of the petitioner to the post of ‘Shikshan Sevak’.

2. It is the case of the petitioner that he was appointed as a
Shikshan Sevak by following due process of law. His proposal was duly
sent by Respondent No.4-School Management to Respondent No.2-
Education Officer, Primary, Zilla Parishad, Nanded, however, the said

proposal came to be rejected by the authority.

3. This Court has seen the impugned order which states that with
the said proposal there is no copy of the advertisement published in the

newspaper, no list of candidates called for interview and no any chart is
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prepared and produced, and also there is no prior permission obtained
from the office of Respondent No.2. It is on these grounds, the proposal

is rejected.

4. The petitioner has challenged the said communication. Even
today there is no such advertisement placed on record with the copy of
newspaper. If that is the only reason for non-approval, this Court find it
appropriate to direct the Management to submit a fresh proposal along
with newspaper advertisement etc. If such proposal is submitted,
Respondent No.2 to consider the same within eight weeks thereafter, in

accordance with law.

5. In view of the above direction, impugned order is quashed and

set aside.

6. Writ Petition stands disposed of accordingly.

[ABASAHEB D. SHINDE, J.] [KISHORE C. SANT, J.]
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