URUIE . 36 /0W

ded - 3 .wEh-RoR¥/HTED-2011/33/2024-MHT /waadh e, {5.28/08/30¥.

mqﬁqﬁmﬁﬁﬁaﬁqﬁmmﬁwﬁﬁﬁ,ww,ﬁaﬁafwwﬁmawmm
Wmmﬁwmﬁmw/mﬁ%xmmwmw
wﬁwﬁ@ﬁmﬁ/ﬁaﬁ/mﬁwmﬁaﬁmmw. WM PR SIS
e FTEEr I e A SrEe R Afe .RweR/R0%¥ WA f5.33/20/30%% Tt
WWWWWWWWW,WWWWWW/W
2T ST AT A, S TERTE Ve, o 3 a freor ferem, wver, At de % GhI0T-R03% /HTED-
2011/33/2024-MHT /TR &, .08 /03/30%% 3o Faaforiet 3Me. Wl Haedfa T ST TR
ST WX T Tl S T e e '

Wﬁaﬁwﬁaaﬁﬁaﬁm%ﬂm,uﬁwamﬂﬁﬂmﬁeﬁam/
W/Wﬁmﬁwﬁmﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁm/wﬁﬁwﬁmw
mwwmwmwﬁwmmm.

ToRIRES, o1 — ¥R 0ol ) @

Ww'w/ﬁ'ﬂ ‘ ) ' (. (3X.) T W)
feten - . ) TR et
e :- sy, FER 7075

uq ;A @ v /AT wEarEaet (-

. e, 9 Retftres faam

: iﬁw@wﬁ%w wﬁq?ﬁﬁaﬁa ezt STer
¥. e, fmderel we W were SN R SIS

W, T, e AR W AR

F:\2025\Clrcular-2025\Govt. Circular-2025..docx




DR/ Mmn (NT)

o —

F46.
- B T Riaror R, Aoy iR, (é:-d
ST AT AT, GRARAT /IO o, HqE-400 033 womri

Email ID:- do.asthahte-mh@ gov.in
I HPTOI-203%/ HTED-2011/33/2024-MHT /=0 58 167 - 98,.09.2028
9. SYH, XIS AT 52T T %8, ¢ q1 7o7e3], =g TRASRISR SHI, T, 3.
TIH AT, BIE, HI$-¥000949,
R. e, wawt Framre mityewor, ¢ T AT, 7Y TFAS ISR SHR, T. . A1TF
AN, BT, ¥$-¥00099,
3. \ETSGE, TENTS: Sy FARIET o, 83, WRATS, qi% (), GIS-woooyq,
8. S\, (S e/ o= Rveroy west/siener), TERTS Wrow, /g1,
Y. Foafyg, 9. 99, B1 Rvmmdta omd frenfs
§. WATSH, (S=a fRneror/d Rreroy west/siemesa), FeRTS: WIow, GaE/qon.
b. PTRNE, ST IAATRT idSHR ST REnfis, SR, |t JronTE, .
IS,

faw - fysrerea siftreat <iven @ AETRene T Aieah Gdita TaSer
ISTTRIHGT UK SIS AT ISR BRITATET TS T,

e - AT ARTe Y, 49 Jefies Re A1 s 3¥e3/ 2038 AT TRl
e famie 23.90.03% A1 =TTy

HEIGY,

S 9 T Riervr fawr g anssy R furmes 999 a1 fRurriasts S
3o Rt / fAemdIs / weifened giwares wtemh w6t e aaiee
HRAIRT / fremdis / sder=aificvg Soear amr el M 219 STadTd. 31341 GBIt
ST BRIGATAT HTATEl BT Al S AT IS T Re ardhsT 5.

BRR/R0W A f&=1H 23.90.2038 Ish =qrafoly frey G Hex = Aot v
AT ST .

&
¥ o
A




7. =arTeaTE wex Frobardies aR=E 4 3 90 7 WIS T TE FS

4. Time and again, we have cautloned the State Authorities not to en entertain the
applications flled by soclal workers or bystanders or persons un unconnected with
the organlzation and who have not suffered any personal legal InjurK

§. In several cases, “we have noticed that the persons describing themselves as
social workers, lodge complaints agalnst teachers and professors working in
Schools, Colleges and Universities and hold out threats to the education
department to compel them to commence roving inquiries against such
employees. We have directed that such complaints should not be entertained.
In some matters, we have also held that, Writ Petitions filed by such persons who
intend to settle a personal score or pray for roving inquiries, should not be
entertained.

¥. The learned Senior Advocate appearing for the Petitioners submits that
Respondent No. Y4 herein, has lodged several complaints against the Petitioner
Institution and has also started fiing RTI applications seeking personal
information about the employees and the management of the Institution, though

he is completely unknown and unconnected with the institution.

¢. Respondent No. § - Dr. Bhausaheb B. Chavan, who is the Deputy Director of
Education, Nashik, has tendered an affidavit in reply from page 909, along with
several documents, upto page 944. He has tendered an apology and has
categorically stated that the impugned orders and the impugned notices issued
by him, stand withdrawn, forthwith. He further submits that after noticing several
orders passed by this Court, which have been referred to herein above, he has
stopped entertaining the complaints filed by strangers or bystanders and would
not entertain such complaints anytime in future.

Q. We were contemplating suo moto action against Respondent No.&, since we
find that though he was aware of our earlier orders referred to in the above
paragraphs, for reasons best known to him, he has wholeheartedly entertained
the applications of Respondent No. Y4 and has highhandedly issued ‘an order to
register an FIR against one senior member of the Management to register
Management.

qo0. Respondent No.4 appears to be habituated to holding out threats of self
immolation, before various Deputy Directors of Education. Some of such
complaints are placed before us by Respondent No.§, along with his affidavit in
reply. These threats are aimed at terrorising the Government Officials_._l_rl view of
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such circumstances, we permit Respondent No.§ to lodge police complaints
against Respondent No.Y4, whenever he holds out a threat of self-immolation or
any g._L_J_q_rlmecipiiative action or threat of fasting, etc., more 80, in the light of the
judgment dellvered by this Court [Coram: Abhay S Oka (as His Lordship then
was) and Sandeep K Shinde, JJ], on 92.93.209¢, in Writ Petition no. LR L9 of
R09¢ Balasaheb vitthalroa tidke v/s The state and another at the principal seat
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Please peruse a letter received from the Registrar (Judicial-I), High

-t

Court, Appellate Side, Bombay, dated 14.11.2024 communicating the
order of the Hon'ble High Court dated 23.10.2024 passed in Writ Petition
No. 2492/2024, (Nishant Namdeorao Gatkal and Anr. -Versus- The State

Chief Secretary Office

of Maharashtra and Ors.) received on 27.11.2024.

The Hon'ble High Court, vide order dated 23.10.2024, has inter-

alia observed and directed as follows.-

"S. Time and again, we have cautioned the State
Autharities not to entertain the applications filed by social
workers or bystanders or persons unconnected with the
organization and who have not suffered any personal
legal injury.

6. In several cases, we have noticed that the persons
describing themselves as social workers, lodge
complaints against teachers and professors working in
Schools, Colleges and Universities and hold out threats
to the education department to compel them to
commence roving inquiries against such employees. We
have directed that such complaints should not be
entertained. In some matters, we have also held that,
Writ Petitions filed by such persons who intend to settle
a personal score or pray for roving inquiries, should not
be entertained.

7. The learned Senior Advocate appearing for the
Petitioners submits that Respondent No. 5 herein, has
lodged several complaints against the Petitioner
Institution and has also started filing RTI applications
seeking personal information about the employees and
the management of the Institution, though he is
completely unknown and unconnected with the
institution.

8. Respondent No. 6 - Dr.Bhausaheb B. Chavan, who is
the Deputy Director of Education, Nashik, has tendered
an affidavit in reply from page 101, along with several
documents, upto page 155. He has tendered an apology
and has categorically stated that the impugned orders

T
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and the impugned notices issued by him, stand
withdrawn, forthwith. He further submits that after
noticing several orders passed by this Court, which have
been referred to herein above, he has stopped
entertaining the complaints filed by strangers or
bystanders and would not entertain such complaints
anytime in future.

9. We were contemplating suo moto action against
Respondent No.6, since we find that though he was
aware of our earlier orders referred to in the above
paragraphs, for reasons best known to him, he has
wholeheartedly entertained the applications of
Respondent No. 5 and has highhandedly issued an order
to register an FIR against one senior member of the
Management. |

10. Respondent No.5 appears to be habituated to holding
out threats of self immolation, before various Deputy
Directors of Education. Some of such complaints are
placed before us by Respondent No.6, along with his
affidavit in reply. These threats are aimed at terrorising
the Government Officials. In view of such circumstances,
we permit Respondent No.6 to lodge -police complaints
against Respondent No.5, whenever he holds out a
threat of self-immolation or any such precipitative action
or threat of fasting, etc., more so, in the light of the
judgment delivered by this Court [Coram: Abhay S
Oka (as His Lordship then was) and Sandeep K

Shinde, 13], on 12.12.2018, in Writ Petition no.

8987 of 2018 (Balasaheb Vitthalrao Tidke v/s The
State and another), at the Principal seat.

14. We direct the Registrar (Judicial) to place a copy of
this order before the Chief Secretary of the State of
Maharashtra, as well as, the Principal Secretaries,
General Administration Department and the School and
College Education Department, in order to issue strict
directions to all the Education Departments and the
Statutory Authorities to refrain from entertaining such
complaints/applications/representations or of threats, by
unconnected people, more so, in view of the Notification
dated 3rd December 1958, the Circular dated 26th
December, 2019 and the Government Resolution dated
14th October, 2019 referred to herein above.”




Considering the directions passed by the Hon'ble High Court issued
vide order dated 23.10.2024, referred hereinabove, the General
Administration Department may be requested to issue strict directions to
all the Statutory Authorities, as well as the School Education Department
and the Higher & Technical Education Department may be requested to
issue strict directions to all the officers/authorities under these
departments, to refrain from entertaining complaints/applications/
representations or threats, by unconnected people, more so, in view of
the Notification dated 03.12.1958, the Circular dated 26.12.2019 and the
Government Resolution dated 14.10.2019.

A copy of the directions issued by the departments (GAD, School

Education and Higher & Technical Education) shall be forwarded to the

b

, DS (Law) (CSO)
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Chief Secretary Office.

Submitted for approval.

ACS (GAD) (Services)

PS (Sch. Edu.)

PS (Hig. & Tech. Edu)
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Tel & Fax. No. 022-22673619 (O) O.W. No. R (J-1)/ Go3/2024
Email : rgjudl-bhc@nic.in Date : 14™ November 2024

From :

H. M. BHOSALE
Registrar(Judicial-I),

High Court, Appellate Side, Bombay.

To,

1. The Chief Secretary, 2. The Principal Secretary
State of Maharashtra, General Administration Department
Mantralaya, Mumbai. Mantralaya, Mumbai.

3. The Principal Secretary,
School and College Education Deparcment,
Mantralaya, Mumbai.

Subject : Compliance of directions issued by the Hon’ble Court
in Civil Writ Petition No. 2492 of 2024 vide order
dated 23" October 2024.....
Sir,
Apropos the subject, Civil Writ Petition No. 2492 of 2024 (Nishant
Namdeorao Gatkal & Anr. Vs. The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ) was listed
before the Hon’ble Court (Coram : Ravindra V. Ghuge and M. M. Sathaye, JJ)

on 23" October 2024. The Hon'ble Court is pleased to pass the order dated
23" October 2024.

I am further to state that in the said order, the Hon’ble Court has issued
. directions to your goodselves

In turn, T am directed to forward the copy of the said order dated
23" October 2024 to your goodselves for necessary action at your end.

Accordingly, I am enclosing herewith a copy of the said ovder dated
23“ October 2024, which is self explanatory, with a request to do the needful
as per the directions of the Hon'ble Court.

_ Registrar (Judicial-T)
Encl : Copy of order dated 23/10/2024

Ahuja pc/desktop/AHUJA/LETTERS/letter..2.doc
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THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 2492 OF 2024

Nishant Namdeorao Gatkal and Another - Petitioners
versus
The State of Maharashtra and Others ... Respondents

Mr.Narendra V. Bandiwadekar, Senior Advocate with Mr.Vinayak
Kumbhar, Mr.Rajendra B. Khaire and Mr.Aniket S. Phapale i/b.
Ms.Ashwini N.Bandiwadekar for the Petitioners.

Mr.Vikas M. Mali, AGP for Respondent Nos. | to 3-State.

Ms.Ronita Bhattacharya Bector for Respondent No.5.

Mr.Akshay S. Karlekar for Respondent No.6.

Dr.Bhausaheb B.Chavan, Deputy Director, Nashik Division present in

person.

CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE &

) "M.M. SATHAYE, JJ. -

DATE : 23RPOCTOBER, 2024

P.C.:

I On 18% October, 2024, we had passed the following order :
“l. A glaring conduct of Dr. B. B. Chavan, Deputy
Director of Education, Nashik Division, Nashik and
his repeated disobedience of the High Court’s
orders, practically showing signs of overbearing the

majesty of law, is prima facie indicated through
the records before us. It is in this backdrop that we
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are permitting the Petitioners to add Dr. B. B.
Chavan,

Deputy Director of Education, Nashik Division,
Nashik as Respondent No. 6 in this proceeding.

2. The learned AGP submits that he would take
appropriate instructions and advise Dr. B. B.
Chavan, Deputy Director of Education, Nashik
Division, Nashik to remain present before the
Court, on 22/10/2024.

3. The order dated 05/07/2024, placed before us, is
marked as “X-17 for identification.

4. In the meanwhile, the order dated 28/12/2023
and order dated 05/07/2024, passed by Dr. B. B.
Chavan, Deputy  Director of  Education,
Nashik Division, Nashik shall stand stayed.

travel and tours

5. Stand overto 22/10/2024, at 2.3Q PM. "

2. The learned Senior Advocate for the Petitioners, relies upon

the following judgments/orders delivered by this Court, af the Principal

seat and at the Aurangébad Bench :-

(i)  Judgment dated 8" December, 2023 delivered by
this Court at Aurangabad in Writ Petition No. 7740 of
2021 (Sandeep Chudaman Shinde and Another V/s.
The State of Maharashtra and Others);

(ii) Order dated 13" September, 2024 delivered by
this Court at Aurangabad in Writ Petition No. 9740 of
2024 (Vaishali Prakash Upasani alias Vaishali Pravin
Deshpande and Others Versus The State of
Maharashtra and Others);

(iii)  Order dated 16" July, 2024 delivered by this
Court’at Aurangabad in Writ Petition No. 7230 of 2024
(Kashinath Rajaram Patil aod Others Versus
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The State of Maharashtra, through Its Principal
Secretary and Others);

(iv) Order dated 6" August, 2024 delivered by this

Court at Aurangabad in Writ Petition No. 4893 of 2024

(Pratidnya Trimbakrao Chavan and Others Versus The

State of Mabarashtra through Its Secretary and

Others);

(v) Order dated 23" June, 2021 delivered by this Court

at Aurangabad in Writ Petition No. 5973 of 2020

(Hemraj Jagannath Fegade Versus The State of

Mabharashtra and Others).

(vi) Order dated 015t August, 2024 delivered by this

Court at Aurangabad in Writ Petition no. 7964 of 2024

(Vikas Dharma Sonawane and others Versus The State

of Maharashtra and Others).
3. " He also points out a Government Notification, dated [4%
October, 2019 issued by the General Administration Department,
Mantralaya, State of Maharashtra, directing all concerned not to entertain
complaints or applications received from those who have no’connection
with any institution or through agents etc., He further points out a
Circular issued by the Commissiorlerate of Education, Maharashtra
State, dated 26" December, 2019 specifically issuing instructions that the
applications regarding personal grievances should be accepted only from
persons who are themselves aggrieved and not through agents or

strangers. He also relies upon a Notification dated 3 December, 1958

which introduced the Rules for the preparation, submission and disposal
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of the applications to the Government.

4. We have considered the submissions of the learned
Advocates for the respective sides, including the learned Advocate

representing Respondent No.3, original Complainant.

S; Time and again, we have cautioned the State Authorities not
to entertain the applications filed by social workers or bystanders or
persons unconnected with the organization and who have not suffered

any personal legal injury.

6. In several cases, we have noticed that the persons describing
themselves as social workers, lodge complaints against teachers and
professors working in Schools, Colleges and Universities and hold out
threats to the education department to compel them to commence roving
inquiries against such employees. We have directed that such complaints
should not be entertained. In some matters, we have also held that, Writ
Petitions filed by such persons who intend to settle a personal score or

pray for roving inquiries, should not be entertained.

7. The learned Senior Advocate appearing for the Petitioners
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submits that Respondent No. 5 herein, has lodged several complaints
against the Petitioner Institution and has also started filing RTI
applications seeking personal information about the employees and the
management of the Institution, though he is completely unknown and

unconnected with the institution.

8. Respondent No. 6- Dr.Bhausaheb B. Chavan, who is the

Deputy Director of Education, Nashik, has tendered an affidavit in reply
from page 101, along with several documents, upto page 155. He has
lendered an apology and has categorically stated that the impugned
orders and the impugned notices issued by him, stand withdrawn,
forthwith. He further submits that after noticing several orders passed by
this Court, which have been referred to herein above, he has stopped
entertaining the comphlaints filed by strangers or bystanders and would

not entertain such complaints anytime in future.

9; We were contemplating suo moto action against Respondent
No.6, since we find that though he was aware of our earlier orders
referred to in the above paragraphs, for reasons best known to him, he
has wholeheartedly entertained the applications of Respondent No.5 and

has highhandedly issued an order to register an FIR against one senior
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member of the Management.

10. Respondent No.5 appears to be habituated to holding out
threats of self immolation, before various Deputy Directors of Education.
Some of such complaints are placed before us by Respondent No.6,
along with his affidavit in reply. These threats are aimed at terrorising
the Government Officials. [n view of such circumstances, we permit
Respondent No.6 to lodge police complaints against Respondent No.5,
whenever he holds out a threat of self-immolation or any such
precipitative action or threat of fasting, etc., more so, in the light of the
judgment delivered by this Court [Coram: Abhay S Oka (as His
Lordship then was) and Sandeep K Shinde, JJ], on 12.12.2018, in Wt
Petition no. 8987 -of 2018- (Balasaheb Vitthalrao Tidke v/s The

State and another), at the Principal seat.

11. The learned Advocate representing Respondent No.S,
graciously submits that she has already advised Respondent No.5 to

refrain from indulging in such acts, hereinafter.

12. Considering that Respondent No.6 has recalled the

impugned orders, as well as, the order dated 05.7.2024, this Writ Petition

T —
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is disposed off. Needless to state, the salary bills of the Petitioners,
which are not generated or not accepted for ten months, shall be
generdted and acted upon, forthwith, by the concerned, for payment of

arrears and regular monthly payments.

[F35 Considering the unconditional apology tendered by Dr. B.

B. Chavan, we would render a quietus to the said issue.

14, We direct the Registrar (Judicial) to place a copy of this
order before the Chief Secretary of the State of Maharashtra, as well as,
the Principal Secretaries, General Administration Department and the

School and College Education Department, in order to issue strict

P e, it

directions to all the Education Departments and the Statutory Authorities
to refrain from entertaining such complaints/applications/representations
or of threats, by unconnected people, more so, in view of the Notification
dated 3™ December 1958, the Circular dated 26" December, 2019 and
the Government Resolution dated [4% QOclober, 2019 referred to herein

abave.

(M.M. SATHAYE, J.) (RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)




