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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

(Sr. No. 33) WRIT PETITION NO. 12855 OF 2025

Laxmi Jitendra Gupta. … Petitioner.

V/s.

The State of Maharashtra  & ors. … Respondents.

WITH

(Sr. No. 34) WRIT PETITION NO. 12856 OF 2025

Jayant Vishnu Ramdulare Pandey. … Petitioner.

V/s.

The State of Maharashtra  & ors. … Respondents.

WITH

(Sr. No. 36) WRIT PETITION NO. 12936 OF 2025

Babita Sanjay Yadav. … Petitioner.

V/s.

The State of Maharashtra  & ors. … Respondents.

---

Mr. Akshay S. Karlekar,   Advocate for Petitioners in all Petitions. 

Mr. V.G. Badgujar, AGP for Respondent/State in WP/12855/2025. 

Mr. A.K. Naik, AGO for Respondent/State in WP/12856/2025.

Mr.  P.P.  Kakade,  Addl.  G.P  a/w.  Ms.  Priyanka  Chavan,  AGP  for 
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Respondent/State in WP/12936/2025.

---

CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE AND

ASHWIN D. BHOBE,  JJ.

    DATE : 13th OCTOBER, 2025

P.C. :

1. It  is  in  hundreds of  matters   that  we have passed orders 

quashing the conclusions of the Authorities of the Education Department 

who  raised  objections  in  regard  to  the  certain  deficiencies  in  the 

proposal and yet rejected the proposal without granting an opportunity to 

the Management to submit a revised proposal.  In all these matter, the 

impugned orders have been passed by Shri Sandeep Sangve, Divisional 

Deputy Director, Education, Mumbai, whose similar orders have been 

set aside by this Court over the last 2 years. He was in fact, cautioned.  

Yet, similar orders are passed.

2. In view of the above,  these Petitions are disposed off with 

the following directions :

(a) The impugned orders shall be treated as  notices to 

the Management. 

(b) The Management shall deal with the objections raised 

and submit a revised proposal within a period of 45 days from 
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today to Respondent No. 3.

(c) Respondent  No.  3  would  consider  the  revised 

proposal and if any further objections are to be raised, he would 

issue notice to the Management and grant an opportunity to the 

Management  to clarify on the new deficiencies.

(d) After  Management  has  tendered   the  revised 

proposal,  Respondent  No.  3  would  deal  with  the  said  proposal 

strictly in accordance with law and pass a reasoned order within a 

period of 30 days thereafter.

(e) The order shall be communicated to the Management 

on its email address within 3 days of the passing of the order. 

   (ASHWIN D. BHOBE, J.)         (RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)
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