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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

WRIT PETITION NO. 9239 OF 2025

 

Saraswati Dipak Ghone  .. Petitioner 

Versus

The State Of Maharashtra Thr. 

Principal Secretary Department 

Of School Education And Ors  .. Respondents

Mr. Anand S. Patil, for the Petitioner.

Mr. S. H. Kankal , Addl. GP  for the Respondent No.1 & 2.

   CORAM:  RAVINDRA V. GHUGE 

&

           GAUTAM A. ANKHAD, JJ.

 DATE: 15th  JULY, 2025

P. C.

1. The learned  Addl.  Government  Pleader  has  taken  instructions

from Respondent  No.2  on  the  pending  proposal  dated  9th July,  2022.  The

contention is that the proposal was addressed to the Regional Secretary without

mentioning the department. The proposal landed in a wrong department.
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2. In  view  of  this  Petition,  Respondent  No.2  has  instructed  the

learned AGP to submit that if the management corrects the description of the

addressee  and  re-tenders  the  said  proposal  accompanied  with  the  relevant

records, Respondent No.2 would decide the same within a timeline.

3. In  view  of  the  above,  this  Petition  is  disposed  off.  The

Management  would  correct  the  proposal  and  ensure  that  the  proposal  is

complete in all respects to be tendered to Respondent No.2, within 30 days

from today. Thereafter, Respondent No.2 would scrutinize the proposal and if

any deficiencies are noticed, the same would be conveyed to the Respondent

No.3  -  Management  within  15  days.  The  management  will  have  the

opportunity  to  rectify  the  deficiencies  and  submit  a  revised  proposal.

Thereafter, Respondent No.2 would decide the said proposal as expeditiously

as possible, and preferably within 30 days.   

[GAUTAM A. ANKHAD, J.]      [RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.]
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