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Judgement

Ravindra V. Ghuge, ]
1. Leave to delete Respondent Nos.6 and 7. Deletion be carried out forthwith.

2. We considered the submissions of the learned Advocates for the respective
sides, at length, yesterday. We noticed that Respondent No.5/Block Development
Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Dharashiv had cancelled the admissions of these two
young students/Petitioners, who are 6 and 7 years old, having been admitted in
Sahyadri International School, Dharashiv and Abhinav English School, Dharashiv,
respectively. Therefore, we questioned the source of power that can empower
the Block Development Officer, Respondent no.5, to cancel the admissions of
these Petitioners, already confirmed by the Competent Committee. The learned
Advocate for Respondent No.5, had sought an overnight pass-over.

3. Today, the learned Advocate for the Block Development Officer submits that,
entire admission of the students is done in consonance with the Circular dated
16/05/2024, issued by the Directorate, Primary Education, Maharashtra
Government, Pune. He has painstakingly tried to convince us by reading Clauses
4 and 10 of the said Circular, which clearly indicate that the Block Development
Officer does not have the power to cancel the admission of the students. Clauses
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4 and 10 of the said Circular, read thus :

Clause 4:
"y, Gisd (dAlest) SediaR USdTesUil dieT STRETS Uldadr il @Nfi-ell fagareaid! A1d g qiarsd

i ot STdier. fagareatan aage sar fimier fgareaian yaemandt ste fadt emg < uTcrepichg
o5 YA g Ueh BTiTchend e ISToUI AiAc TG he- Earal.

. HIETGUATE! WA & qureoll wed avg sreerard faagareatar = Amarge siiHars Al st d9a
UTelehIehslel 3TcilcHE eleeR dIeqRdT Uaer faell ord Aig ard g ol Aig o UleTehi=T URd ohid d4d

Clause 10:

" "go, iR Gdfdd Remeafht ereus quraoht e ymiftlg & ®iFaR ger Remeafar udser Svarh
gfaem aR.&A.3. Niaar wvard dd 3MTe. USdresuit FfdH quraofl & dat g faeneff mefteronfaenrd
i Wk U 9gd AMSd SiTdlel. AT FRTER hIUATal HRIGUATH! JUTHUfl HuATd JUIR T8l . &
feneff reus qurguiied s gidia @Rt Ras & wrvard ardft g sim & siaiear fAemeafan
et (snafdes) gides IRt g6 AFTEaT dsa. fAemnfaeRt (wufdw) T [ g
Tt fayrhia fAeror Sudaraes aides gig arTdaT Agd g ran [Aufa sifaw wgta. emaa fAofa =i
22.08.30%8 TR fAgronfaert (nufdeh) gt foiegt, et @ 7 .91./.7.41. &RIR dehR AR &g g

4. The facts as regards the admission process and the application forms of these
two students having been filed before the last date, are undisputed. The
Petitioners had applied prior to the cut-off date 04/06/2024. The fathers of both
these Petitioners claim to be belonging to the Economically Weaker Section. After
confirming the eligibility of all applicants, a Lottery method was resorted to. Their
application forms were in order. The Competent Committee had scrutinized the
application forms and in terms of Clause 4 of the Circular dated 16/05/2024, a
Lottery method was adopted by the Committee. Once these Petitioners cleared
the lottery method, the Scrutiny Committee uploaded their names and mobile
numbers on their login under the RTE Portal.

5. The parents of the students were called upon to submit their original
documents for scrutiny and verification. Once their documents were found to be
in order, both the Petitioners have been admitted and are presently taking
education in the respective schools under the Right of Children to Free and
Compulsory Education Act, 2009.

6. We have perused the letters at page Nos. 22 and 23 of the Petition paper
book, dated 28/07/2024, issued to the parents of both these students, which
indicate that, schools were allotted to these students through the online lottery
system under the RTE 25% scheme. It is mentioned that, all required documents
are verified by the Block Education Committee appointed by the Government of
Maharashtra. It is, therefore, communicated that the child is admitted through
the admission portal. For ready reference we are reproducing the above stated
remark, hereunder :-
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“Your school is allotted to the child mentioned below through online lottery under
RTE 25% scheme.

All Required documents are verified by Block Education Committee appointed by
Government of Maharashtra. The child is admitted through online portal.”

7. It is undisputed that Petitioner No.1 submitted the income certificate, on
17/06/2024 and Petitioner No.2 submitted it, on 24/07/2024. The verification
and scrutiny occurred and it is in this backdrop that the above letters were
issued to the Petitioners and the admissions were confirmed.

8. In view of the above, though no power is vested in the Block Development
Officer, Respondent No.5 herein, he cancelled the admission of both these
Petitioners, illegally, unjustifiably and high-handedly.

9. The fathers of these Petitioners are from the lower income group. Father of
Petitioner No.1, though a legal practitioner, is said to be earning Rs.60,000/- per
year and the father of the second Petitioner is an Auto Rickshaw Driver. Both had
to spend on litigation for no fault on their part only because of the high handed
action of Respondent No.5.

10. In view of the above, this Writ Petition is allowed. The impugned order dated
14/08/2024, is quashed and set aside. The admission of both these Petitioners is
confirmed.

11. For the wunauthorized, unjustified and high-handed impugned action,
Respondent No.5/Block Development Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Dharashiv, shall
pay costs of Rs.7500/- to each of these Petitioners. This amount shall be paid
directly to both Petitioners, namely, Balasaheb Baburao Wadwale and Asif Salim
Tamboli, at Dharashiv, vide ‘Account Payee’ cheques, drawn from the Salary Bank
Account of Respondent No.5, on or before 30/09/2024.
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