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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIRCUIT BENCH AT KOLHAPUR

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO.298 OF 2026

Vasant Narayan Dange & Ors. ...Petitioners
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents

Adv. Suchita J. Pawar (Through Video Conferencing), for the Petitioners.
Mr. R. P. Kadam, ‘B’ Panel Counsel, for the Respondent - State.

Coram: Madhav J.Jamdar &
Pravin S. Patil, JJ.
Date: March 24, 2026

PC.:

1. In the present Petition, the Petitioners, who were appointed by
following the due procedure of law by the respective Managements,
came to be appointed to the posts of Junior Clerks. After their
appointment, individual proposals were forwarded to the Education
Officer (Secondary), Zilla Parishad, Solapur. The Education Officer, after
considering the merits of the proposals, granted approval to their
appointments. As per the scheme of of the “Shalarth ID”, the matter
was then referred to the Deputy Director of Education, Pune, for
inducting their names into the “Shalarth Pranali” by providing “Shalarth
IDs”. However, till date, no steps have been taken by the Deputy
Director of Education to provide “Shalarth IDs” to the Petitioners and

therefore, they have approached this Court in the present matter.
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2. The Petitioners have relied upon the Judgment of this Court in
the case of Ashwini Yogesh Shete v. State of Maharashtra ', wherein,
in Paragraph No.7, this Court has observed as under:

“7. In our view, both these judgments and orders would
squarely apply to the facts of the present cases. We do not
propose to take a different view in the matter. The Dy.
Director of Education could not have refused to enter the
names of the Petitioners in Shalarth Pranali once the
Education Officer has already granted approval. The
impugned order passed by the Dy. Director of Education on
22.09.2020 is contrary to the principles and law laid down by
this court in the above judgment and order. The show cause
notices issued by the Dy. Director of Education are also

without jurisdiction.”

3. In view of the above, we are also of the opinion that once
approval has been granted by the Education Officer, the Deputy
Director of Education cannot refuse to enter the names of the
Petitioners in the “Shalarth Pranali”. The present case is also squarely
covered by the Judgment relied upon by the Petitioners in the case of
Ashwini (supra).

4, Accordingly, the Deputy Director of Education, Pune, is directed
to decide the pending proposals of the Petitioners within a period of 1
month from the date of production of this Order before him by the

Petitioners.
1 Civil Writ Petition No.6897 of 2021 And Connected Matters (Decided On 20th October 2021)
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5. With this direction, the Writ Petition stands disposed of.

[Pravin S. Patil, J.] [Madhav J. Jamdar, J.]
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