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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 11399 OF 2025

JYOTI NAMDEORAO KAMBLE AND OTHERS
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA THROUGH PRINCIPLE SECRETARY AND
OTHERS

...
Mr. Suraj V. Gundre, Advocate for the Petitioner
Mr. P. K. Lakhotiya, AGP for Respondent/State
Mr. U. B. Bondar, Advocate for Respondent Nos.4 & 5

...
WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 3162 OF 2026
 IN WP/11399/2025

SANGITA VENKETRAO SURYAWANSHI AND ANOTHER
VERSUS

JYOTI NAMDEORAO KAMBLE AND OTHERS
...

Mr. Sanjaykumar B. Bhosale, Advocate for Applicant
Mr. P. K. Lakhotiya, AGP for Respondent/State
Mr. Suraj V. Gundre, Advocate for Petitioners in WP                            

….

          CORAM : NITIN B. SURYAWANSHI AND
                               VAISHALI PATIL JADHAV, JJ.

          DATE  :  01st APRIL, 2026

PER COURT : 

1. The issue raised in this petition is squarely covered by

the decision of this Court [Coram: Smt. Vibha Kankanwadi and Hiten

S.  Venegavkar,  JJ.]  dated  07/03/2026,  passed  in  Writ  Petition

No.9080/2025 and other connected matters.

2. For  the  reasons  stated  in  the  said  decision,  the  writ

petition is disposed of with the following directions:
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a) The  aggrieved  petitioners  would  follow  the  procedure  in

Clause  No.5.10.1  and  make  an  application  to  the  CEO  of  the

respective Zilla  Parishads,  within a period of  seven working days

from today.

b) The concerned CEO would verify from the date available and

write a concise order, if the application has to be rejected.

c) Any teacher aggrieved by the order of the CEO would be at

liberty  to  strictly  follow  Clause  No.5.10.2  of  the  Government

Resolution dated 18.06.2024. The further process shall be governed

by the other clauses of the said Government Resolution.

d) Until  the CEO decides the representation,  the order passed

earlier that the petitioner should not be relieved, would continue to

protect such petitioner, till the decision of the CEO.

e) The  concerned  CEO  should  try  to  follow  the  Government

Resolution dated 18/06/2024, as far as possible.

3. Pending civil application also stands disposed of.

 (VAISHALI PATIL JADHAV, J.)  (NITIN B. SURYAWANSHI, J.)
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