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Nagpur University Teachers’Assoc1at10n

MEETING NOTICE :

DATED : 01.09.2014
From :
Dr. A.W.DHAGE
Secretary, NUTA Sankalp Sahaniwas,
Khare Town, Dharampeth,
Nagpur-444 010
To,
All the members of the Nagpur University Teachers’
Association
Dear members,

I have the honour to inform you that General Body
meeting of the Nagpur University Teachers’ Association
will be held at 12.00 noon, on the Day and the Date
mentioned below.

consideration of the General Body, you are requested to
send such resolution to me, with a copy to Prof. P.B.
Raghuwanshi, President NUTA, Buty Plot, Near Mahajan
wadi, Rajapeth, Amravati 444 601 within a period of 10
days from the date of the posting of this Bulletin.

3. It will not be possible to include in the agenda,
resolutions received after the due date. So please make
it convenient to send such resolutions, if any, within the
stipulated time. The place of the meeting will be intimated
to you alongwith the agenda.

Thanking you.

Yours faithfully
Dr.A.W.DHAGE,
Secretary, NUTA.
Time, Day and Date of the Meeting

12.00 Noon on Sunday, the
19th October, 2014

—_————— — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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TR T2 Iecid A1 BTN S8, GE 1. FEIAHl AEl @
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I TG BEATHTT &t 2% el 2009 IS Gl Te 9707

AU AU T MEA 7 He0 2 ALAAS TeATETEd
o AR, (4) 3% 9o H 2093 ISl AT. &I =TT disri
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T TSI qTe dheded ATEl. (9) A1, Hatea ~aAear
T - T 9¢ FRA 1093 IS, 09 3 TN ASHHATAT
g9y AT a1 =t (Special Leave Petition) st 3¥99¢
TR, H1. Hared A U 3 IH 9T 9T dhell. al 3id
ST Yk g9 - “We are of the view that following the
UGC Notification/Letter dated 4.11.2008, those teachers
who have not passed NET/SET examination but who have
completed six years of service as on that date should be
entitled to the benefits of career advancement scheme
only for the purpose of pay-scales. According to us such an
interim order for that limited purpose will meet ends of
justice.” T STFT AT T GE MG ST dbetl. T IT ThAT
GATEUIATdG! AT Haied =ETedT ol aradid 3id 39 9T gal.
T STIEYT O TG helell 8. IT TSI ST S99 H & ad
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AR 3T T SIS AT HIvaTd STl Bid. 90 H 2093
=7 AT, §ag GUereAT Aviamed d YEid 9TETd Aig dal T, -
“...the Government and the Universities will protect the pay
and the pay fixation including increments already paid to
the teachers and therefore, there will be no recovery of annual
increments which the teachers have already earned. Similarly
there will be no recovery of other benefits.” arT ¥ g=dzT
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The cut-off date, i.e. 01.09.2009 specified in
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ey STRd. Al G ASAdIUl Hel JihSAd ST, a1 Ul
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.35 ~ATdrAT a1 Tcddh GEUISHT 9T TEATAl golel STed.
1 U AU 9 9 &0, a) § &id, "l H & did ol
Rl T ST&T B ST I T 3T 9T HI0AT STele
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qea? 2093 et “We direct the State Government to take
apolicy decision on the basis of the order of the Apex Court
dated 30th January, 2013, within a period of four weeks
from today;” 3T U AT, AR SSISATAT I A GRS
U q gAdl AR YT SRa  gAraar a1 gl (Review
Petition) g ell. H1. Haled =AE@AM 9T STEAMET &
Qe AT =ehl & 93.90.2093 st “The review petition
is accordingly dismissed.” a1 9T&Td =8 A9 Hell. q SR
A AMEAN AEEAT RO T A el ATl AT
21 el AT STTHH BRI ST JeT1 Gt 372 . AT Haid
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GEUeTAT AUl AUl UM 9TE T Svjel chlcUdId

A ARl T MEAE 2 909 Sedls g9’ 3R, 3o

STA A1 T ¢ T HE hell, AR ¥ Sl 1093 IS AT SREE
TEUloMed qE AU e, MY RQ SAHERT 2093 IS Al
Sed ATl AR EEURHEHR el AU A6, &G 9
FFiay 2093 TSl FRMERE ESUGHEAR qrEEl [ AT, 9

AT ST ESUISHT AU geday ISI9TaE-H @Y U
T AT STHASTEUT I 9T &1 &l o7 q9f of dhetl ATel.
TEUA STGHI I7 9T ST AT, Jed Q11T & FiFl el AR
&1 HETE ARTell. 9T 99 ST JR9Td Higal ATel. A1, 3
ETAATdd gAfdar argdr (Review Petition) gm@e el
“CIVIL APPLICATION (CAO)NO.1021/2013INM.C.A.
ST. NO.11599/2013 (FOR REVIEW) IN WRIT
PETITION NO.853/2012 (D)” o1 Yep<ull HT. I ~ATaTAaTeAl
TR @EYISH T a1 I B2Tg dATaal. qaied =ar@ard . a9y
At ar s (Special Leave Petition) 3r@e #vaml gad
T Tl BT JOT AT Tael SRER &l AT MEAH daied
ATAATHEST AEEd g9 GRa JTTORT 376 GRad euardr
Hed g Tl STH qel 3 TATETS! g9 URATI A0 A7 et
ST hell. ol AT TR &I 39 AHRT 093 TS AT, Fdred

Ty 3093 TSIAT SR AT. SARmarE @surer “It would
be appropriate that the respondents follow these directions
in the cases of the similarly situated persons, in order to
avoid further petitions to the court.” 318 ¢ 91 el ToT &
ThEd Y IR JaR [El. € AR 96 JarAgd 91w
HMed. 99 AT e S9N FI, A1, I=d AAedreAl A
GSUIS & W AT aN AT, o3 Al SURidd
gt A9 9 SHART 2093 ST AN, AT AT THBA]
ST AT IHT STE BEl AT, ST 37 BRI SREsT oRardn
I%A 30 NRd. AT Al AMEdel Id UITdid a8 R0
HAT I BT AT T AT AT AR JT. AR GSUIegs
d:FT TG FHIOATAGT A AT, &I ¥ SR 309% ISl
ITeAT AT TeBTA AT, BT TEan 0 2. STl AT STaae
7 T ST BT AN . X THAT T[T A | & Yereent

AT GAEETST el d of Jad STl HRuasA
7. Hdied <A@ 9 79 dal. df gerd sr@ma “The special
leave petition is DISMISSED on the ground of delay.”
Taied @A o 9 79 e gE1 JaEddl SRS
QIE U STSE! T A S ATel. I MG 2 FeH T5HIS
ST SR, (R) THITehI HeT TemedTdie “ QTefehian =T JieT 1

ST A% SaRTAe qdIR ATEl ST Sl STeIdhi= AT, AT
TEUege @9 R09% e T 09% A ATTHT HHB 94
A HRTAT AT SATE. ARG B TR AN ESUISNYS ThB AT
UehT I Tohdl T 093 A Hehld @TTAT. IT dehlched =l STaH
T T TEW hedTa? o TR HAT AG ST STl SRR Xarar
IS SUITT STl ST, ATade! 3avs Yheedl gEd 3. 3191

AR 5 VA U FIHEBH ¢ A 9R¢ AT JSHI e
AT, ISIMAATET & AU TS HAT 9% °T HT HIORT e
U AT, g% 3o A 9¢ AHaRt 000 et TE (SET
ASIDE) 3% ga 2dl, @ 399 §IHSHM =T 99 qol 009
ST FobId “TAT NETHT G T @R] T HITAN AU
gaell” ® U Td oigrye 319 gl aaq eid. AT, 3=
AT ST 98T &ig 9o S 093 Il Foledn v “In
democratic set up, no State can refuse to remove such
discrimination. Since the injustice of hostile discrimination
continues even today and judgments holding the field have
not been implemented in letter and spirit” & T g e
T Geiel T ST &<t - “The monthly pension due to them
from 1.1.2014 shall be released regularly along with others.
Any default or delay in payment after stipulated period
shall attract interest as per prevailing policy of the State
Government.” 9THAM @4 Adied @A 9909 37 Tt
ORI ANTOATETST A1 9T ST dhell. HT. Hared = df
A GHT D 90 AHERT 209% sl  TAFA' dhell. AT AT
AT eed] TATHT 9 SAHaART R09% U Fg<ida at
BT THTIA AN STHA ST FUMATET areed gu7 Jrardad
QIEA U SISE! T A S ATel. I MG & Fe TBHIS
FEAERT TR

(9 o) Fad ITACRA Hewid * W= BVl Al ‘TaseanT’
TS QAT AURTI Tl 3-¥ a9 9 FE A1 AR A @@ 9 I
STATORTT &1, TR 2 & AT Y FRURME TEWRT STTal F9HrH
e e I TEA QTEUT AWTIERIA ST QU e SN
38 T AR SRt R oM. HeRTS emHeren ad avmTe
a1 R SAFART 98-8 ISil ATETEdT AT AU FHIedl, ATl
T T STEIOT YT &I 9% HaY 9°°% el IIEH Auig
FIEA, AT 9% Iod &0 Harash uf IHT &b 94 Al@ar
2003 T TG T IRM T I I3 Hied. qarl H “ Femde
9187 9 Y1EThTR HHATAMT FoId A S1aT B 3 S 91
e, TTIHT FoId JATaTe! STaT HIvATT ST, TR ¢-9o Tuir
USHTTehT YaTZh! ST FARTIHT Iehee=adl Aaiaed Sushy et
HUATT STl B 2099, 093, 2093 & R09% " HI. TH
AATAT 9 99 SSUISd UHl AN Uk § A9 3Tcd, qo7 &
dTedh! ATaEd A1 941, &k R SHE 2099 ISl A1, SRS
ediorar &l Ui ST, 9 BgarT 093 sl gERT U T,
Hafed @A @ H 3093 ISl ASHEAEN A=l a9

% IHEITA JEdid aTd ESUISEAR g1 AT Iehd
N GHIBATAT Al U 9 209% AL AT, AT AHGST
ST T ThT ST BT AT . TIST T Tl gl STeqebd
ST SRERT GIATAT 33 &rar @riie. {13 3a¥sT doq™ TehIuiT
ThET IIqd Sed. M J. ANYR FSUSHEAR 9 209% ot
T IHT A 94 & Sl e d AU 3. & &l
T T BRYR AT TR ? & HEm AN ATEr. Geal Geal Hie
FAd FHIA AN T T AR ST I HLUAEIS! SRS
STEH AU HTET STl A1, Jod AEEd 9 SHiFeEe 2093 TSl
T MR GHT & A FEE Fd A6l IAe TheArl
Ydleat G&d Ted A 31 Foa et <. TT 2 € a1 uee
FRARFES TEHRT STl FHHT S bl i I Q0] aHITEad
TV OII0 Fe A ATEN TTAT THY AT FSARBAH T
&L

=TT : TEI, I STeT0T HAl I dRaR gatell ofdl of HaeH
aTeeT AT ATeld &1 STd @eliRdTol a1d S8 . /7. 3o aredre
30 @ Yo AT AUl qEd Tdred FEATAT 3Hd Aol
SHAGATUN el AT AATE! &1 ST STMHAR a1 ST IS
THRHR FIUATAT SIS Al A9 U AR & &
A IR 9 S 209 % 1 STANT G& detel AR &l
FHIB TeHd STV A G I21 G& HI0A Agel. Sahd
J& T T G did HIUATAS! el BrahH ST Id H0ard

BELCH

(9) T9aR &I ¥ Al@a? R09% IS AR 93 d ¥ dod
TETIGET HOAMTGT HI. FERE HRECHAEHR SR S
ST ST HRUATd U5

(R) AMER &6 9 THAX 09% S gURT 93 d ¥ dod
STETE HET g JY IeURRiT SRl STt thel S,

(3) AR &% ¢ THAY 09% IS AHHT AW EH Tl
HTIERH 3TN ST hell TSl

(¥) AMER &ih 94 THR 09% UEA  ‘IEA HHES

(w. §. 3. gFm)

(. seor 7o)
7eqEr Hed dq

MAHARASHTRA FEDERATION OF UNIVERSITY & COLLEGE
TEACHERS’ ORGANISATIONS (MFUCTO)
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SIGATA T IHT TG FNeHS “ IBEdl R ERIER!
37 gBTlell Joel el 3MT8

3T AAUT aHI9ldlet &1 dsSTar beflavl eriaett ut ot
ur. dt. & <ergRa

TERTSZ UTEATIsh FeTaTe Al 3Tede]

qraed] dad AT SHAaSTEu §9T didel 7 &4 e

ATEd. 3% 9 SHARI 008 UTFA HElel dd- ATl A
& AT, AT TS ST ¢ TUrAT IR B ASAd 3. Iu7 aLiel

qraeT I AN BIel aXgaiT @Iege ATeaTdehiHT ERSUaTe,

AT TheeT HICUITAT HalcdTel BRI Ied  T&0T THITAA
HIEN YT 37 GBI & Saedl 3ed. “& Sd da-dTeren Hgdid
‘ YpEAT HIEUATAT Al eI’ IS JTE0 THI Tl 3-¥ a9
G I A e Al T ol Ied ST <Y, 19T 219 € a1
I HRARTAE TR ST2a] FHHN T2 fohdl T Ied 910
FANTERIA =0T QU0 ool 372 37T e @rie 379l Fret

MR, T8 AERTE UTeATIsh Helqarel Skl HS6 AolY dhared

XA S HUAT e 3R, I/ M Jai-g Joe 5o

ST e, TN HEATAAT JUAS] ST AT, 3= ATAaren
T e TSUISHT goledl Fel AUl STUR @ MY delrd
MU SUITET Yeid 0 TeaTdA ST dhalell 378 .

— ——— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 9054 OF 2010
Association of College and University Superannuated Teachers (Maharashtra) PETITIONER VERSUS The State of
Maharashtra through its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai and ors. RESPONDENTS
AND WRITPETITION NO. 2868 OF 2011
Association of College and University Superannuated Teachers (Maharashtra) PETITIONER VERSUS The State of
Maharashtra through its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai and ors. RESPONDENTS

Mr. S.V. Adwant, Advocate for the Petitioner. Mr. K.S. Patil, A.G.P. for the Respondent State. Mr. Alok Sharma,
Assistant Solicitor General for the respondent no. 3 UGC.

CORAM :B.R. GAVAIAND M.T. JOSHI, JJ.
DATED : 22ND AUGUST, 2011 : ORAL ORDER

(1) Rule. Rule made returnable forthwith. Heard by
consent.

(2) By way of the present Petitions, the petitioners impugn
the communication addressed by the respondent Government
dated 10.3.2008 and 18.3.2010, thereby seeking to recover the
amount of stagnation increment from the pension account of
the members of the petitioner association, whose names are
given in the Exhibit “F”.

(3) The members of the petitioner association were
employees of colleges and universities. The respondent State
had given the benefits on account of stagnation of the
services to the members of the petitioner association vide
Government resolution dated 25.1.1999. However, it appears
that subsequently, it was realised by the State Government
that the members of the petitioner association were not
entitled to stagnation allowance and as such the impugned
communications were issued, thereby seeking to recover the
amount from the pension account of the members of
petitionerassociation.

(4) By now, it is a settled position of law that recovery
from the salary/pension of an employee cannot be made, if
the amount in excess was paid to such an employee for the

— e e . — — — — — — — . e . e, e e

[aNa¥

Q. UE I AN FGREHE & od daqaerdl &
SUATET T T BT 9 dd WET B B & qEd SUaERE
SME. Ul da- SN e ¥d da=2iviie sHaaataniye
TET 10 HeT JeeaTdie w91 MTeadehidl da- A19adr 9000-¥30-
9¢300 A HAl T I F 5. 9¢,300/- &N HA Id4TET
% 3d (Stagnant) e A LT 9¢,300 TR P o AT
SHIRIITE & Uil Ush da-aTe AT 2 9Thd. 3T AT I
G IS o1 (3 R 3 1 5 P o131 MRS E 35 Mo R X M Lo T | 3 53] B3 B a3 3
2Id. TWI. 9.9.R000 @ 9000-9 ¢ 300 AT AT AT ATEATIH

¥. 9¢300 BT HA dd-TER F od ATl ST el &9 aui-

U 9.9.200% &N A Uk daqale Hg b d &f da-are
AN el STaeeaT damdIerea STl THded STad . arae
Held I ST STRRETAT SO %8 M &% I
Ted 9%%¢ LA JETEddT A AT hesid BHAT=EST = 7
BT, ST g THHIE FHHART FUI 3, %00 Ual 3 g HATT da

. e . e e e, e s, e . e e

reasons not attributed to such an employee. It is not the case
of the respondents that the stagnation amount was paid to
the members of the petitioner association on account of any
misrepresentation made by such members.

(5) Inthat view of the matter, in view of the law laid down
by the Apex Court in Syed Abdul Qadir and ors. Vs. State of
Bihar and ors. 2009 reported in (2009) 3 Supreme Court
Cases 475, both the Petitions deserve to be allowed.

(6) The impugned communication dated 10.3.2008 and
18.3.2010 are therefore quashed and set aside. It is held that
the respondents are not entitled to recover the amount from
the pension of the petitioners. Insofar as the amount which is
already recovered from the pension of the members of the
petitioner association, it is directed that such amount shall
be returned to the employees from whom it is deducted within
a period of three (3) months from today alongwith the interest
at the rate of 12% per annum.

(7) Rule is made absolute in the aforesaid terms, however,
with no order as to costs.

M. T.JOSHI, J.] [B.R.GAVAI, J]

S S S ——
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T AT YereT GoT I da-eviia & ad el STl o
% 0 da-aTe! a3 THIIT HolX IvATd ST &l

3. %% YTHATET TG IR Jol 9]¢ ISAET HA AU
T A AT HERTZ JTHATAT g JHITH &1 4 A
9%R% ISl ATaradal “GUT ¥ Aa=vIieAl FAE dd R § 3d
AT MBI FHAII % S JaaTe Hofe HOEEe” A1 Aol
T 9THA AU (BHIE : 90R%/T.H.9/%9 HA-3) A A el
1 ST AT U T8 3 A JEayH Tl dge Beuard Sl
AT “(R) TSI BT HHATAAT 9 F od da-aTerar ar
SUGTT 9 STEATEAT SaRTEN 2rar. ST 318 SS9l &d 31 i,
A I BT HHART HERTZ AR ey (e ¥d oaq) 99
9R% ¢ WAl GUT ¥ JATLUIAT IS HIcied 311 U7 e Ja-oiean

Sl ¢ T 9 Wel JEddiE SHEUEH § od ad-de!
Ho HITARAGEN AT &0 HATH, Ied Q1EVT, HERTS T i
qE” AT HYSATE Ueh 9 I9Ih 9919 3 IR (6. 9T9/S /A T/
% 3d dad/03/9300) EHIH 94 AR 003 IS A 7 .
1 9 YFHAR T THINE TEsarashiT eyl S7E 91 Hudrd
e B .- “Hevl & T AVATER Sl 31 SeraTeie
SMTUH T T . TEMINSTAA 9184/ QNeiheld HHAT=
A IS F 3d ARl dadel SvEEd de 9d
HET TR & TSI AT SARLT AThIS hes quaTd Jrad d
hHeled] HIFATErET d990d Faa-Taard Ire qugrd arar.”

& . UhaT I 18707 HTeehinl SURIERIHTOT STISST <1 A ched Ty
Td AeHAHHl AEEadl Jeld HRaE g% ol g gul el

HATA T WErEdid T AT SaTAviear B SUdTer g7

3aledUT Ul &dd HAledTd Y=l HeadIad 3ad ST&0T AT

T 99 qUf AR U § od da-die Ho? Bl & da-are
JA2vTmes Sdciear YT daqdTerear ST HHged ST 3191
FHHTA I Sa-aTe! SuaTd Iard.”

¥ . I FUNTH FEEadl ST A0 T 7d heamar drd-
1S | EATAT T B 851 HERTSZ SMEATAT 32d 9 o 97&0T
T “GeIT T A=Al HHIE SR 3§ 3 STeed BT
F 3 JaAIG! Ho[¥ HUEE, TEUS T HATA el TN
FHUARL.” T qUaIET Th 9T 91T (TASAT 93%4/§93¢ Y/
(3989) T-¥) TFIH 9% TLaT 9 Il 1 A hall. T
T AU JEIAyHTTl dRE T a5 3R .- “(R) 9ma Fuid,
T TUTT HHI aaT 9oRR[TH.9/]%/HAT-3 & 34.9.9%%%
S QT HHATATAT FEdld AN dherel SS9 AT S
FEUIS T HATd Hel FeTadidid HHATAMT ST T @1 BT

G . 7T IMEATEAT 9 YT J 3T 18707 a9 9T 91T
T A A= a? o1 Sl o Ge¥ o AT 3o 918707

— —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
BOMBAY BENCH AT AURANGABAD
WRIT PETITION NO. 9304 OF 2011

Association of College and University Superannuated
Teachers Vs. The State of Maharashtra and others.
Mr. S.V. Adwant, Advocate for petitioner.

Mr. K.G. Patil, AGP for respondent No. 1.

CORAM
B.R. GAVAI & SUNIL P. DESHMUKH, JJ.
DATE :- 1st FEBRYARY , 2012.
PER COURT :-

(1) Leave to delete respondent No.3.
(2) Rule. Rule made returnable forthwith.

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
| (3) Facts in the present case are identical with the facts
in W.P. No. 9054 of 2010 and 2868 of 2011. By a reasoned
|
order, we had allowed those petitions vide order dated 22nd
|
| August, 2011.
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

(4) Rule is, therefore, made absolute in terms of the
following order :-

“The impugned communications dated 10.3.2008 and
18.3.2010 are therefore quashed and set aside. It is held
that the respondents are not entitled to recover the amount
from the pension of the petitioners. In so far as the amount
which is already recovered from the pension of the members
of the petitioner-association is concerned, it is directed
that such amount shall be returned to the employees from
whom it is deducted, within a period of three (3) months
from today alongwith the interest at the rate of 12% per
annum.”

[SUNIL.P.DESHMUKH,J.] [B.R.GAVAI,J]

—

FATA AR JEUed paddd 9 Jd H8l JEeEd gEe
T TH 9 (FHIH T 9T/ATR /4R CE[R003) &It ¢ AR
003 TS UTS I, AT JEI@AUHI & aurd 3T &id.
“HT. 9TeAYT HaTeTdh (ST 9TAUT) HERTSZ T, Ul AMT SURied
HeWiT 9AER A1 HETEEE B deTiHl ST AU g
4.9.8% ITIY T HHATATAT Ja-T0TEl HHIHAET 9T 3500/
- U&7 3T e T 11 07 of T T Ja-T2viieaT B S9Ta 82 &
9 gl AR U & & daa1e Hof? Hal e da-are da-smiies
A e dadaterel S Haded 3. Sl HA 3
JATATET SUATT A, STa<r ST U FeHadenHl STHel T8
Bl Bl Bl - “ad AT FE T 9 JEdieTiie 9181/
TR FHATARE Gl T AA=ITIeAl FHHIA daTER & S Sl
FHATAFI % 3 Il TAGT AT A FHATIMI % 5l AT
AT AT HATE HIA 3 Heledl HEAET SFEar AT

©. e dhlel T ad 31, THATT Holes AT Sgearare]

7 AN
ITEM NO.9 COURT NO.8 SECTION IX |
SUPREME COURT OF
INDIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)
CC 8399-8400/2012

(From the judgement and order dated 22/08/2011 in
WP N0.9054/2010,WP N0.2868/2011 of The HIGH
COURT OF BOMBAY AT AURANGABAD)

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ORS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS ASSN.OF COLEGE & UNIVERSITY
SUP.TEACHERS ...Respondent(s)

report)
Date: 09/05/2012

These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. DATTU
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRAMAULI

KR.PRASAD

For Petitioner(s) Ms. Aparajita Singh, Adv.Ms. Asha
Gopalan Nair,Adv.For Respondent(s) Mr. Chinmoy
Khaladkar, Adv. Mr. Amol N. Suryawanshi, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the
following

[

| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
I (With appIn(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office I
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
I ORDER I
| DELAY CONDONED. DISMISSED. |
|

(NAVEEN KUMAR) COURT MASTER (SHARDA KAPOOR) J
/
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gHih 9¢ AI@aT 3003 Al JTAT TCHISGH TeHardd 3o 10T
AR FANT AR A AT BRI We ddat. gURT ¥
qTeTaT SATCedT 1 SohiHed eI d Hel demadie e
FI AU TER g9 AT, O b o 9hd wrag
HerdIadh Ied 10T AMYR TANT ANTYR JFAT Meii &0 §
ARl R00% IS Sf. THATT ol ArATHS TS Juald 3Tl T
FEGAAL & 3 daTaTeIaTad Yelasm @ e~ “() F 3d
AR GEHIAIA JBRI : STEA AU 3. §.99.9%%& T &
TUI &I 4 TGRS 9% T A UF &I 3 A 000
S % 3 daTC JhT BT B I 3. AT HEar

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT |
BOMBAY BENCH AT AURANGABAD |
WRIT PETITION NO. 7838 OF 2011 |

|

|

|

|

|

|

| Association of College and University Superannuated

| Teachers (Maharashtra) A society registered at No. A853/ |

| 2009 Under the provisions of the Societies Registration Act, |

| having its Heard Office at 20,Sawarkarnagar N5 (South) |

Cidco, Aurangabad Through its President and Convenor,

| Principal Dr.M.A Wahul ..PETITIONER. |

| VERSUS |

| The State of Maharashtra Through its Secretary, Higher |

and Technical Education Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai

|dTh'IEd'D M | Mb'|

| and others. ...RESPONDENTS. |
Shri S.V.Advant,Advocate for Petitioner. Shri

| K.B.Choudhari, AGP for Resp. Nos. 1 & 2 Shri Alok |

| Sharma,ASG for respondent No.5.

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

CORAM
B.P. DHARMADHIKARI AND

SUNIL P. DESHMUKH, JJ.
DATE : 04.07.2012

|
|
|
|
|
P.C:- Rule, Rule made returnable forthwith. Heard learned :
counsel for the parties. |
2. Advocate for the petitioner points out controversy is |
| concluded in favour of the petitioners, by order dated |
22.08.2011, delivered in Writ Petition No. 9054 of 2010 and
| 2868 of 2011 and that judgment was questioned by the State |
Government before the Hon’ble Apex Court in SLP(Civil) |
| 8399-8400/ 2012. The Hon’ble Apex Court has on 09.05.2012 |
| dismissed the SLP. He, therefore, submits that petitioners |
are entitled to refund in accordance with the directions |
| contained in para No. 6 of that order.

|

3. The learned AGP is opposing the same, however, he |

is not in position to point out any factual error or mistake in |
the position disclosed by the Advocate Mr. Advant.

| Learned ASG states that though stagnation increment is |

not condition of service controversy appears to have been |

| covered by the orders of this Court. |

| 4. The question whether stagnation increment is |

| condition or not condition of service is not relevant for |

| adjudication of present controversy. The petitioners have |

| been extended that benefit and after their retirement, its |

| recovery was sought. Identical recovery was questioned in |
above mentioned two Writ Petitions and this Court has |
quashed the same, by order dated 22.08.2011.

|
| _ _ ]
| 5.The controversy |_nvqlved in present Writ Petition is |
| covered by said adjudication. Accordingly directions as |
contained in para no. 6 of the earlier order dated 22.08.2011
| needs to be issued here also. |
| 6. Thus, we hold that respondents are not entitled to |
| recover the amount from pension of the petitioners. Amount |
already recovered shall be refunded to the concerned |
| employees within a period from three months from today |
| with interest @ 12% p.a.. Rule is made absolute in above |
| terms. No order as to costs.

|
| [SUNILPDESHMUKH,J.] [B.P.DHARMADHIKARIJ] |
AN /

U3 3. T IMMR/u’Cu/R003, EHIH ¢.99.3003 AT TY
TR TR GaAT A1 Ad dheledT STed.”

<. 39N VA $3d daTded dd @Y 003 =T &l
TERTSZIAIA Jd - 9T 9T AT UTed STl & HITATer
HEl HBUAR 9TecTeh el Je&d. 9 R00% & ST ¥ &=Td
HETeAT da ST =80T AT STOTvgTET STEH A0 1 7d
ATAT o BIET 37 b=t disTer groft geol. HeTeT da- ST
STHETECTT FISIET 3T E6l 9 USdIB0id 74 didig JHr F9R7 39
%el. T % o daarel a1 TEUSHE 9 HEl FeradE TEATTah =1
TR Aeea e YAl A I+ el

) . ST HBA JeUS I AN i 200§
7ed us g 70w (No. F-2-11/2001/PS) ureg Tqeequ geiasHor
% ga 2.~ “I am directed to say that the general instruction
of stagnation increment provided under Government of India
17 under Rule 26 of FR/SR should be made applicable to
all and where the maximum of pay scale does not exceed

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
BOMBAY NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.
Writ Petition No. 5892 of 2012

Shri Manik Tulshiramji Deshmukh and others VERSUS
The State of Maharashtra, through its Principal Secretary,
Department of Higher Education, Mantralaya, Mumbai and
three others

CORAM : B.P.DHARMADHIKARI &
P.B. VARALE, JJ.
DATED : JANUARY 29, 2013.

Heard learned Counsel for parties.

| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| Shri. Firdos Mirza, learned Counsel, points out that |
| recovery from pension of petitioners effected by |
| respondents is already quashed and set aside by Division |
Bench of this Court at Aurangabad on 22nd August, 2011
| inWrit Petition Nos. 9054 of 2010 and 2868 of 2011. Special |
| Leave to Appeal (SLP) No. 83998400 of 2012 against the |
| same has been dismissed by Hon’ble Apex Court in motion |
| on 9th May, 2012. He invites attention to reply affidavit |
filed by respondent No. 3 to urge that though said
| |
respondent in principle has agreed to refund the amount to
| petitioners, he has urged that there has to be a direction to |
| him for that purpose by respondent No. 1 — State of |
| Maharashtra. |
| Learned Assistant Government Pleader is not disputing |
| the judgment delivered by Aurangabad Bench or then by |
| Hon’ble Apex Court. He, however, relies upon reply affidavit |
| filed on behalf of respondent Nos. 1 to 3 before this Court. |
Perusal of paragraph ‘4’ of that replyaffidavit shows that
| |
the submission that the respondents never intended to
| effect recovery, which were not permissible in law or |
| contrary to judgment of Division Bench of this Court or |
| Supreme Court. They have stated that petitioners were not |
parties to Aurangabad writ petition and hence sanction
: from State Government is required. :
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
l J

The petitions before Aurangabad Bench were filed by
Association of College and University Superannuated
Teachers (Maharashtra). The petitioners have approached
this Court in a separate writ petition because of refusal of
respondents to refund the amount already deducted from
their pension. In this situation, we find that interest of justice
can be met with by directing respondents to arrange for
refund and to refund the amount so deducted from the
pension of petitioners before this Court within a period of
four months from today with same interest as awarded by
Aurangabad Bench in its order dated 22nd August, 2012.
Petition is thus partly allowed. No costs.

JUDGE JUDGE
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Rs. 22,400/- and also have been stagnating for not less than
2 years.” AT BB $h8 AN &1 &% ¢ MRS 00§ ISl
us 9795 (No. 37-(16) 02-Per-1V) qrag YEIasmmT & ac
gid.- “As per clarification received from Ministry of HRD
grant of stagnation increments to teachers/scientists of
Universities, who have reached the maximum of their pay
scales has to be regulated under the general instructions of
stagnation increments as provided under Govt. of India 17
below Rule 26 (FR/SR) be made applicable. Further provided
the maximum of pay scales does not exceed Rs. 22400/-
and also the increments have been stagnating not less than
2 years.”

9 o . FETEAT Ia- STENTAT T STHA TAEUHAT IHE=l
HIGUATET &1 JENT |1 THIONT G& ATl & J&T FHI Huarardt
T PU TS MHH U TUShIEl N Hea Hul Ta9desh oTe. &
el U395 & o da-dierel duiTd TT 78T $uaTd STeedT
THHAT Thead] HIGURT 3Ted. AT 9 &l I I05% &idh 90 HI
00¢ TSl HIEUATT 3Tl STH adl ATl BT YISYRTET e
T Iq ARl g 9SS g 9¢ "I 090 s A A
FIOATT M T IH@AT FNMAT 2090 FATAT -0 auid
ITATT T ST, a7 el $Y T 98 O I0=kal ge &1 TTd
FCl o Yeid I T 48 ol e,

99 . T 090 T 099 T T IhEATAT AT TG
T ST &l YUl Ied AETAARTHIR. JEel anel. SF. 0. U,
qEH AFAT AHATETAA Hall g TTeAIen Al Heae- Aramadid
AT JETehIY Eaall, TeISH YTGYRTET hell d A, e ~TAeTardiY
A9 AT "G add. T 090 T ATTH HHIG oWy T T
3099 ol ATTHR HHG CEC TT GFE! AT T Tdh 3Id TcdT
q1. 493 Iod AEEare SiREE EEUer  aqih [ S
3099 A AU AT, (IT HEHIT U STHAT HI. Ted AT

UNIVERSITY GRANTS COMMISSION

Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg : New Delhi 110002
SPEED POST

No.1-2/2009(EC/PS)Pt. VIII
7th December, 2012

The Registrar, All Universities
The Education Secretaries All State Governments
and Union Territories

SUB: Regarding the Extension of the date upto 30th Decem-
ber, 2013 for participation in Orientation/Refresher courses in
respect of Teachers/Assistant Registrar/Assistant University
Librarian/College Librarian/Deputy Librarian/Assistant Di-
rector of Physical Education/College Director of Physical
Education for placement/promotion under Career Advance-
ment Scheme.

Sir/Madam,

I am directed to inform you that the issue of participation
in Orientation/Refresher courses in respect of Teachers/As-
sistant Registrar/Assistant University Librarian/College Li-
brarian/Deputy Librarian/Assistant Director of Physical Edu-
cation/College Director of Physical Educatino for placement/
promotion under Career Advancement Scheme was consid-
ered in the Commission. It has been decided that the date for
participation in Orientation / Refresher Courses in respect of
aforementioned posts/cadres stands extended upto 31.12.2013
for the purpose of Career Addvancement scheme.

This is for your information and necessary action.

The contents of this letter may also be brought in to the
notice of all the affliated colleges/institutions under your ju-
risdiction please.

Yorurs faithfully
(Satish Kumar) Under Secretary

— ——— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —— — — — —— — — — —
— ———— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— — —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

—_————— ——— — — — — — — — — — — —

TEUISTET &1 T &l AUiE I Jerei=ear I i 94§ a¥ Td
FHIUAT ST SAE.) qT. AT a4, TR, Tag 9 TH. 2. S
AT WS gl & AU q7. Fated AEdH argdl seed
T qEcaqu] HASTATER STET I ST AT aRILTd ITTEA
helell AT FeRT Ye Hdied FEedd ¢ S8 79 Sl © dad sadl
qT .

9 R . . JRMEE TSUISH &ich I ATE 099 Tsil I
YRS q EAN O G, AT Tohee—T HIeUATEAT JETTTET FaRE
FTE FHAT. AT AT I T o 9T SIS ol FTar .

(9) YR FEaEEne R A U Jecyqul e a1
AU g UG hall. WEIgAR Il HBIEUATdl TeRirgol
ASoTTd UTRT &1 Held a1 AUl 438 ¥ 7Ll JelayHml
o 9T 5 BV STl 312 “ By now, it is a settled position
of law that recovery from the salary/pension of an employee
cannot be made, if the amount in excess was paid to such an
employee for the reasons not attributed to such an employee.
It is not the case of the respondents that the stagnation
amount was paid to the members of the petitioner association
on account of any misrepresentation made by such
members.”

(R) AT, FARMEE GSUSH U AviareA] Jead daied
@A qTode el ST&Td I qured shald &id. “In that view
of the matter, in view of the law laid down by the Apex
Court in Syed Abdul Qadir and ors. Vs. State of Bihar and
ors. 2009 reported in (2009) 3 Supreme Court Cases 475,
both the Petitions deserve to be allowed.”

(3) MYEAT A g2t AT, WSUe™ &He! Y H& U IU5h
TEAEH 35X Iall  AUHEIT hell of Jeld 91T - “The impugned
communication dated 10.3.2008 and 18.3.2010 are therefore
quashed and set aside.”

93 . @ WUN Al. RERE GSUSAT & 3 3T
099 AT TR Thee=areal SERTE ATl UM giFet
TS 9 EARA S Tl SRS “E PRI A &8
F 3 T 9TETT Tod  NEUTHA! ST 3 BT FRTT

— —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

g4,
T, 3o 91891, HERTSE 9, gul,
FaAadd, 94 AFH T TS,

gd qYrT Geddredh, 3o 9TeT0T.

Ve N
HeRIg RATHT |

PHIDB : ABIOl 098 /T. . 993/098 |

F= g d9 U A, |

HITET, Has gooo3R Al : 9 3ioke, 2098 :

I

I

I

I

I

O TS SEH ANl FEIMAR I 8 O aemdis |
T FaArId HeT Feneardd e CAS sidid a3 9o 9 |
IS YUl T ATSHABUAEIS H1a9dd e Refresher/ |
Orientation Courses #T3 gaddre UITETEd S8,

|

|

Hax: 9-3/R00% (EC/PS)Pt. VIII &ish o9 ZHAT, 2093 o |

Tl

HEld/HeErET, :
|
|
|

SR JUITEEdd TETe e AN FeidE gk
o9 THI, 2093 I U HiEd AlSdd .

. He¥ W 8 91 et CAS Siavid @ryraret arst
ST ST o1 0 J&TUle o Tad Hel Jeradrdie 91e7h
auepe1) erearain CAS Ardr emasasd e Refresher/ I
Orientation Courses quf #UIEET &% 39 THAY, 2093

9id qeqdie v Id TR,

e |
(a&m™ q. FaH) FA o g, FERTg e |

— —— — — — — — — — — — — —— — — — — — — — — — — — —

—_————— — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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P I o PR ) s 2 ) 2 e 3 S ) R 1 G 5 G R A R
HRMETE FeUlerEl gERT AU &I 9 Bganl R09R IS A
099 =T ATTAHRI HHIG 30%¥ HH @, (IT FEHd I
ST AT, 3o ETaared] @SUrerT 81 §aTT AV I gaei=ea
U5 HHI% 940 a¥ TFd HIUA el SR.) ¢ TdeEdl harall
TFRA A H AT U B F Al 9 ZoRh ASTEE 9 A2 3T

9% . THEAT FIEUAT &l Ml Iddh! ARGR Bl &I, Tared
TITAITAT AU €% 1T, 3o e SiRae @euie
Tk AU &, X AT Gl YT Udedrd? TN Liarse
TAW J&d. 3= AT &Y. TSA9T 2 ArAT ST I
9TeT0T FYWTH HT. Hled =AAedTd Auarr Foig dqar. de g&T
T YA do5edT ST el ATEl 3 9T Yeied . 17, Fared ~ATaIearTe]

T ET AU STeeT AR TST A1, Ied Aea™ Geid
gi&Td &ar gar.-  “It is held that the respondents are not
entitled to recover the amount from the pension of the
petitioners. In so far as the amount which is already
recovered from the pension of the members of the petitioner-
association is concerned, it is directed that such amount
shall be returned to the employees from whom it is deducted,
within a period of three (3) months from today alongwith

TregTEATET Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal
(Civil)...... CC 8399-8400/2012 & =rgat & H 2093 <l
FATATIET ST, AT, Haied ~TeaTd I ST & a9 STHedr
Fgd  TAAT @, O gerd g “Delay condoned.
Dismissed.” (a1 Te9idid AT. ddied EA@@mET &dih 2 °
093 ST AT T JeSIeAT I hHIh 949 I UGd HIvATd
IS GIREIE)

9 & . B YA M 3R ger! q1. S0 T g

the interest at the rate of 12% per annum.”

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
BENCH AT AURANGABAD.

WRIT PETITION NO. 1054
OF 2012

(2) Dr. Vinayak Narayanrao Dasare age major, occup. pensioner, r/of Bhagya Nagar, Old Jalna, Jalna 431203 (2) Shri Babasaheb
Yadavrao Kulkarni, age major, occup. pensioner, r/of Bhagya Nagar, Old Jalna, Jalna 431 203 (3) Shri Narhar Vitthalrao Kadam,
age major, occup. pensioner, r/of “Ratneswhwari, “Madhuban Colony, Old JalnaJalna 431203 (4) Dr. Shantilal Parasmalji Bhandari,
age major, occupation Pensioner, r/of Ice factory Compound, Bharatnagar, Govt. Dak Bungalow Road, Jalna 431203 (5) Shri
Suresh Jugalkishorji Lahoti, age major, occup : Pensioner, r/of Vidya Nagar, Mantha Road, Jalna 431203 (6) Dr. Sadashiv
Madhavrao Deshpande, age major, occup. Pensioner, r/of Bhagyanagar, Old Jalna, Jalna431203 (7) Shri Shriwallabh Shrinarayan
Kabra, age major, occupation Pensioner, r/o Near Hotel Amber, S.R.P.F. Road, Rukhmininagar, Jalna 431203 (8) Dr. Vijay
Gangavishnuji Sharma, age major, occupation pensioner r/o 12016, “Geeta Dharm” Dr. Rajendra Prasad Road, Jalna 431203
Petitioners VERSUS (1) The State of Maharashtra, through its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education Department, Mantralaya,
Mumbai 32 (2) The Director, Higher Education, Maharashtra State, Pune (3) University Grants Commission Bahadurshah Jafar
Marg, New Delhi 100 001 (4) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Aurangabad Region, Aurangabad. (5) J.E.S. College, Jalna,
through its Principal Respondents

WITHWRIT PETITION NO. 6516
OF 2012

(1) Association of College and University Superannuated Teachers (Maharashtra) A society registered at No. MAH853/
2009 under the provisions of the Societies Registration Act, having its Head office at 20, Sawarkarnagar, N5 (South) CIDCO,
Aurangabad, through its President and Convenor, Principal Dr. M.A. Wahul Petitioner VERSUS (1) The State of Maharashtra,
through its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai 32 (2)The Director, Higher Education,
Maharashtra State, Pune (3) University Grants Commission, Bahadurshah Jafar Marg, New Delhi 100001(4) The Joint Director,
Higher Education, Aurangabad Region, Aurangabad. (5) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Nanded Region, Nanded. (6)
The Joint Director, Higher Education, Jalgaon Region, Jalgaon. (7) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Nagpur Region,
Nagpur (8) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Kolhapur Region, Kolhapur (9) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Pune
Region, Pune.

WITHWRIT PETITION NO. 10351
OF 2012

(1) Dr. Vasant Himmatrao Sawant age major, occupation Pensioner, r/o 7, SBH Colony, Osmanpura, Aurangabad. (2) Dr.
Chandrakant Panditrao Gavane age major, occupation Pensioner, r/of Parijat Building, Bansilalnagar, Station Road, Aurangabad,
near Telephone Bhavan, Ajabnagar, Aurangabad. (3) Shri Shravan Mohanrao Walkar, age 62 years, occup. pensioner, r/of B5,
Rekha Niwas, Dakshinvihar, Kanchanwadi, Paithan Road, Aurangabad. Petitioners VERSUS (1) The State of Maharashtra,
through its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai 32 (2) The Director, Higher Education,
Maharashtra State, Pune (3) University Grants Commission Bahadurshah Jafar Marg, New Delhi 100 001 (4) The Joint Director,
Higher Education, Aurangabad Region, Aurangabad. (5) Deogiri College, Aurangabad, through its Principal Respondents

WITHWRIT PETITION NO. 5358
OF 2013

(1) Association of College and University Superannuated Teachers (Maharashtra) A society registered at No. MAH853/
2009 under the provisions of the Societies Registration Act, having its Head office at 20, Sawarkarnagar, N5 (South) CIDCO,
Aurangabad, through its President and Convenor, Principal Dr. Macchindra A. Wahul. Petitioner VERSUS (1) The State of
Maharashtra, through its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai 32 (2) The Director,
Higher Education, Maharashtra State, Pune (3) University Grants Commission, Bahadurshah Jafar Marg, New Delhi 100001 (4)
The Joint Director, Higher Education, Aurangabad Region, Aurangabad. (5) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Nanded
Region, Nanded. (6) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Jalgaon Region, Jalgaon. (7) The Joint Director, Higher Education,
Nagpur Region, Nagpur (8) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Kolhapur Region, Kolhapur (9) The Joint Director, Higher
Education, Pune Region, Pune. (10) The Joint Director, Higher Education, Solapur Region, Solapur (11) The Joint Director,
Higher Education, Amravati Region, Amravati. Respondents Mr. Shrikant V. Adwant, Advocate for Petitioners in all writ
petitions Mr. S. K. Kadam, AGP for Respondents no. 1, 2 and 4 in WP No. 1054 of 2012, nos. 1, 2 and 4 to 9 in WP No. 6516 of
2013, nos. 1, 2 and 4 in WP No. 10351 of 2012, and nos. 1, 2, and 4 to 11 in WP No. 5358 of 2013
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U T QMEATEAT IR TedTa? J |, Feired ~FAEedTd Tauedt
‘T RS ThEl SE S A gL a2
A& ATAT HHSAA THLY AT Il HRMEE GSUSMYe srad Hdl
AT, B 3099 AT a7 °IhT i 9¢3¢ HE ¥ Ted 091 il
SRETE WM e A0 . (A1 Hevid SUTe SThed a1,
o AITATAT GSUISET &1 T8 AT A1 gele et Yt A%
9u¢ T¥ TG HIUATT STl SE.) AT AUl ga=aT U T
I TR UM gEia oTETd A98 3. “Advocate for the
petitioner points out controversy is concluded in favour of
the petitioners, by order dated 22.08.2011, delivered in Writ
Petition No. 9054 of 2010 and 2868 of 2011 and that
judgment was questioned by the State Government before
the Hon ble Apex Court in SLP(Civil) 8399-8400/2012.
The Hon ble Apex Court has on 09.05.2012 dismissed the
SLP. He, therefore, submits that petitioners are entitled to

refund in accordance with the directions contained in para
No. 6 of that order.”

9 & . I SYIATA e T T AT T TebeAT GATUIAT dobr
SIMdeT SICHAR d THAY Uehal AT, Faied <aeamed sTagsft
] TRBRAT Tlie TIBRT Tl e Jaidg e, o
U “%5 & da-aTel 81 HTel TeRTeal Sl ST WRT 37 9Tk
ATEY. U1 A1 AT TR A T A SR, THRT aahied
T U AT, o0 FE@ErAl I AU U iws R gl gEd
gIETd diged Tl e~ “Learned ASG states that though
stagnation increment is not condition of service controversy
appears to have been covered by the orders of this Court.”

919. % 3d da-diel HAITT AT SRd & ARl & a8
SR STEweT =TT ATadid RN 372 . 3T Fehiehed il &l
T GO STl T8, ATl Ihea<d gl diedl STErd. qoaH

e o e e, e e, e e . e e, e e e e e, e e e, e e e e e e, e e, . e, e, e e e e e e e,

CORAM : R. M. BORDE, AND SUNIL P. DESHMUKH, JJ.
OCTOBER 01, 2013
Oral judgment (Per: Sunil P. Deshmukh, J.)
1. Rule. Rule made returnable forthwith and heard finally, with consent of parties.

2. This is a bunch of four petitions preferred by different sets of members of the same association as well as individual
petitioners who are admittedly identically placed as were petitioners in writ petitions no. 9054 of 2010 and 2868 of 2011. It is also
not in dispute that all the petitioners have retired on superannuation.

3. By areasoned order passed on 22.08.2011, this court allowed writ petitions no. 9054 of 2010 and 2868 of 2011. Said
order has been followed subsequently in writ petitions no. 9304 of 2011 and 7838 of 2011 which are allowed vide orders dated
01.02.2012 and 04.07.2012 respectively.

4. Itis also not in dispute that Special Leave Petition questioning orders in writ petitions no. 9054 of 2010 and 2868 of
2011 has been dismissed by the Supreme Court on 09.05.2012.

5. Having regard to the position, we are not inclined to deviate from the view taken by this court in aforesaid writ
petitions, though the learned A.G.P. has tried to resist the claims in the petitions in view of the order passed by the Supreme
Court in the case of Chandiprasad Uniyal v. State of Uttarakhand (2012) 8 SCC 417.

6. We have gone through the judgment, and particularly paragraph 12 which reads thus:

“12. Later, a threeJudge Bench in Syed Abdul Qadir case, after referring to Shyam Babu Verma, Col. BJ. Akkara, etc.
restrained the department from recovery of excess amount paid, but held as follows: (Syed Abdul Qadir case, SCC pp.49192,
para59),

“59. Undoubtedly, the excess amount that has been paid to the appellant teachers was not because of any
misrepresentation or fraud on their part and the appellants also had no knowledge that the amount that was being paid to them
was more than what they were entitled to. It would not be out of place to mention here that the Finance Department had, in its
counteraffidavit, admitted that it was a bona fide mistake on their part. The excess payment made was the result of wrong
interpretation of the Rule that was applicable to them, for which the appellants cannot be held responsible. Rather, the whole
confusion was because of inaction, negligence and carelessness of the officials concerned of the Government of Bihar.
Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the appellant teachers submitted that majority of the beneficiaries have either
retired or are on the verge of it. Keeping in view the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case at hand and to avoid any
hardship to the appellant teachers, we are of the view that no recovery of the amount that has been paid in excess to the
appellant teachers should be made.”

We may point out that in Syed Abdul Qadir case such a direction was given keeping in view the peculiar facts and
circumstances of that case since the beneficiaries had either retired or were on the verge of retirement and so as to avoid any
hardship to them.

7. The Supreme Court has taken note of the fact that relief granted in Syed Abdul Qadir’s case had been in the facts and
circumstances of the case keeping in view that beneficiaries had either retired or were on the verge of retirement and in order to
avoid any hardship to them.

8. Inview of above, we follow the same course since all the petitioners in present group of writ petitions have retired on
superannuation and as such, we adopt the earlier decisions of this court by passing following order.

9. The impugned communications dated 10.03.2008 and 18.03.2010 are quashed and set aside. Having regard to the
peculiar facts and circumstances, the respondents are directed not to recover the amount from the petitioners as sought to be
recovered under said communications from individual petitioners and/or members of the petitioner association. In case amount
has already been recovered, we direct that such amount shall be returned and repaid to the petitioners and the members of the
association from whose pensionery benefits the same is deducted, within a period of three months along with interest at the
rate of 12 per cent per annum.

10. Rule is made absolute in aforesaid terms and petitions are disposed of accordingly with no order as to costs.

11. It would be appropriate that the respondents follow these directions in the cases of the similarly situated persons,
in order to avoid further petitions to the court.

(SUNIL P. DESHMUKH, J.) (R. M. BORDE, J.)

G SN M S ———
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qHIUTHES AT AT Agdr 3 S 2099 T M=
ThEA AR EARA ST ad e, FF AV Hob 9%
getayHmr:- “The question whether stagnation increment is
condition or not condition of service is not relevant for
adjudication of present controversy. The petitioners have
been extended that benefit and after their retirement, its
recovery was sought. Identical recovery was questioned in
above mentioned two Writ Petitions and this Court has
quashed the same, by order dated 22.08.2011.”

9 ¢ . T 2099 T ITTHN hHH 9¢3¢ ALY HT. FRIERE
TEYISH &I ¥ et 093 sH & A FE AU gall, ATl
TheEddl 94 TFRH 3 T EId 9 2o ANTHE U3d el 3

3TS 9T HITATT Tl &l d Jeid g1era:- “Thus, we hold that
respondents are not entitled to recover the amount from

from three months from today with interest @ 12% p.a..
Rule is made absolute in above terms. No order as to costs.”

9<% . T 093 ¥ qY Sl id. dudd HI. I Ararerdre
SRS WeUreren dF AviaTd ITE TRGHIe diggsl usd e,
qdied ATeaTdel STaasl 3Tl &fd. UuT aiiel & Yheedl SE
RTGAISATd AEUar A 9341, J8ae a1 SE Higa SR
JeHid JEST ARG, JT. NI GSUSTAT &3 4R TTeaTehiT
q7. YIS 3T Il ST BTdl AN, I1 J7 Febar (79 2093
T 97 Tl HHIH 4CRR) &% R AMART 093 S STTRRAT
AN AU AT, BT ATETEadr Sl A 2. (A1 Hewia e
ST HT. I AT@dre] GSUlora & el qiF ard geiei—ear
T 21 94 ¢ a3 ST v STl 3T2.) I7 AT dohHed Fesdaradh
IS QTeA0T STERTEC I TR AT of 9T STEd dhed T
T “E ThET TFRH TS HITICT AR Il ST 90T Tl

pension of the petitioners. Amount already recovered shall — F@T STEAT &Y I1 &oid” 319 F9Y& el 1.

be refunded to the concerned employees within a period

cO T T e e e e N\
f (6) \
e -

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR
Writ Petition No.6472 of 2013

(1) Shri Prakash Daulatrao Deshmukh, Aged about 66 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o 1, Prem Niketan Apt., Laddha Plot, Old Biyani Chowk,
Camp, Amravati. (2) Shri Ramdas Sheshrao Nimbhorkar, Aged about 67 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Prerana Colony, Radh Nagar,
Amravati. (3) Shri Haridas Akaramji Toley, Aged about 66 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Sangludkar Nagar, Banosa, TI. Daryapur, Distt.
Amravati. (4) Shri Ashok B. Gujarati, Aged about 66 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o B49, F1, Dilshad Colony, Dilli110095. (5) Shri Baburao
Mahadeorao Sonone, Aged about 63 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Near Forest Depot, Dharni, Distt. Amravati. (6) Shri Suresh Sheshrao
Deshmukh, Aged about 64 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Tope Nagar, Camp Amravati. (7) Shri Prabhakar Vitthal Rane, Aged about 65 years,
Occupation — Retired, R/o “Ratandeep’ Vidyaniketan Colony, Court Road, Paratwada, Distt. Amravati. (8) Shri Chandrakant Balwantrao
Deshpande, Aged about 67 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Near Gupta Bldg., Sankat Mochan Road, TilaakwadiYeotmal. (9) Shri Anant
Shriram Atrawalkar, Aged about 67 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o 25, Jijau Nagar, Behind Sandeep MangalamYeotmal. (10) Shri Shyamsundar
Shankarlal Kabra, Aged about 65 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Ashhirwad, Near Sai Mandir, Shinde Nagar, Yeotmal. (11) Shri Shriram
Shamrao Khapre, Aged about 67 years, Occupation — Retired, R/0 “Mangalya Naman”, Hanuman Chowk, At Po. & Tq. Chandur Bazar, Distt.
Amravati. (12) Shri Bhagawan Dwarkadas Toshniwal, Aged about 65 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o C/o Sai Krupa Hospital, AkolaHingoli
Highway, Washim444 505. (13) Shri Devidas Ajabrao Gedam, Aged about 64 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o “Indrayani”, Yeshwant Colony,
Morshi444 905, Distt. Amravati. (14) Shri Jugalkishor Purshottamdasji Taori, Aged about 67 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Jugal P.T.
Tawari, Coop HouSoc., Dhamangaon Rly. (15) Shri Kishor Babarao Deshmukh, Aged about 61 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o 23, Vidharbha
Housing Colony, Tope Nagar, Amravati. (16) Shri Wasudeo Shripad Marathe, Aged about 61 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o 3, Indrayani
Colony, Badnera Road, Amravati. (17) Shri Shaheen R. Kazi, Aged about 63 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Aashiyana, Washim Bye Pass,
Behind Husaini Hotel, Akola. (18) Shri Rameshchandra Tikaramdas Rathi, Aged about 63 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o Krushna Niket,
Ramnagar, Khamgaon, Distt. Buldhana. (19) Shri Janardan Topaji Mundhe, Aged about 64, Occu.Retired, R/o 002, Radhika Appt., Ganediwal
Layout, Camp, Amravati. (20) Shri Vadlatala Jayrami Reddy, Aged about 65 years, Occupation — Retired, R/o 401, Shriwas Appt. Street No.8,
Tarnaka, Sikandarabad500017. 21. Shri Prabhakar Shankarrao Batewar, Aged about 64 years, Occupation —Retired, R/o Shiwaji Ward, Umarkhed,
Distt. Yeotmal. ... Petitioners VERSUS (1) The State of Maharashtra, through its Principal Secretary, Department of Higher Education,
Mantralaya, Mumbai. (2) The Director of Higher Education, Administrative Building, Shivajinagar, Pune. (3) The Joint Director of Higher

Education, Amravati Division, Amravati. (4) The Senior Auditor (Higher Education Grants), Amravati Region, Amravati. ... Respondents

Shri A.l. Shaikh, Counsel for Petitioners.
Miss N.P. Mehta , Assistant Government Pleader for Respondents.

CORAM
Smt. Vasanti A. Naik & V.K. Jadhav, JJ.
Dated : 4 th August, 2014

Oral Judgment (Per Smt. Vasanti A. Naik, J.) :

Rule. Rule made returnable forthwith. The petition is heard finally with the consent of the learned counsel for the
parties.

The learned counsel for the petitioners states that the issue involved in this petition stands covered by the
judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Syed Abdul Qadir and others v. State of Bihar and ors.,
reported in (2009) 3 SCC 475, and the judgment of the Aurangabad Bench of the Bombay High Court dated 22.8.2011
rendered in Writ Petitions N0.6054 of 2010 and 2868 of 2011. It is submitted that in view of the law laid down by the
Hon’ble Supreme Court and this Court in the aforesaid two judgments, the State Government was not entitled to
recover the amount wrongly paid to the petitioners while in service, from their pension.

The learned Assistant Government Pleader does not dispute that the case stands covered by the law laid down
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court and followed by this Court, in the aforesaid two judgments.

In view of the aforesaid, the writ petition is allowed. The respondents are directed to refund the amount that was
recovered from the pension of the petitioners within a period of four months.

Rule is made absolute in the aforesaid terms with no order as to costs.

|
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Qo T 093 AT AT ATTH HAGH <R T JEATAT
FAH ST IITS STE HIUAT 3l AL STEAT T FRBTR
THIAAT GSUISTHAR AiScl. d WUl “HI. 3= <A fohar
Tdied ETERTAT  AURTH A Ihea<! Heul e ATl of
TheE] HIGUAT AT 2q ATel AT & IT Il SRl
T AHET I TehIohd Teed Ao TETAT STHATT URa ey
AT, d T qATET HHieh 9 & T 3T T qdial i X ST
I ITEVT F HHh 3 WU TeHddd STHIIEdl oTed, & oeld
ST U1 &el. “ SIEATE! TRl |l Sl ARt 37 STl
I ATEY HIUATT STl TAIUATAT 4 TwE ¥ ALl T4g 8ld d
£l T e Fehiet HT. GSUlSTel JITTd 2l 81 Yo Al. E@eUiore
AU Jeid TR Aieds s afe .- “Learned Assistant
Government Pleader is not disputing the judgment delivered
by Aurangabad Bench or then by Hon ble Apex Court. He,
however, relies upon reply affidavit filed on behalf of
respondent Nos. 1 to 3 before this Court. Perusal of
paragraph4 of that replyaffidavit shows that the submission
that the respondents never intended to effect recovery, which
were not permissible in law or contrary to judgment of
Division Bench of this Court or Supreme Court. They have
stated that petitioners were not parties to Aurangabad writ
petition and hence sanction from State Government is
required.”

R 9 . 2T AT, AN TSUISH & % FAHARI 093 IaAr
T UM (T 09 9l AT AHT HHIH WC]R) AT Hd TEABIBEA
el ThELAl TR AR FEAM 93 ToRh ATEE TRd &
3T STET 917 el o Jeid 9T&@Td:- “we find that interest of
justice can be met with by directing respondents to arrange
for refund and to refund the amount so deducted from the
pension of petitioners before this Court within a period of
four months from today with same interest as awarded by
Aurangabad Bench in its order dated 22nd August, 2012.
Petition is thus partly allowed. No costs.”

R . IHEAE! B G SREE GEUiehs el 7R A%l
IR T TehT AT SO STES AT &ledT. (9) |/ 093 T a7 Tl
HHE 9ou¥ () T 093 AT ATTH HHH 49§ (3) T
09 T ATTHN HH® 90349 (¥) TF 2093 dl T THI HAG
W3U¢ TT ARE IT ThAT AEdrd |, STREE @SUe™ &b 9
ST 2093 Al Uh Id AU Tl & ArEEdar graen v
. (I1 HeYTd SUTe ST qT. So FETaareA] GSulsrT &
qradT qUT AT AT It i 9 §o a3 Ugd HIvATd STTetel
STR.) a1 AT HecdTd §8 JelerHToT:-

(9) ® 99 AT IHIhd HAT g  JTAH STed & T IHAYeIr
T ®HI0ATd STl 3118

(R) &®H R SARZ 099 IS qoIH TR AT I
YT T &A1 ST qcAd SOl @AY qed AU A
STTed. & SHIUET AT hIvdTd 3T ST

(3) Tdied T AEEadr AT a9 STAAT 3T TeT
=T A AT & e IHTTedl 71 o7

Q3. I GAEUNH TIHRT U U Fdid J&T Aisvard
ST, @ J51 JaRTd dHags] a1 GSulerell Yo AvEdEd g%
AT ST SE9ehal ared ATel 3T AT, =TT et
U TS %ol AR o Yela gETd:- “Having regard to the
position, we are not inclined to deviate from the view taken
by this court in aforesaid writ petitions, though the learned
A.G.P. has tried to resist the claims in the petitions in view
of the order passed by the Supreme Court in the case of
Chandiprasad Uniyal v. State of Uttarakhand (2012) 8 SCC

¥ . G AT, GSURH ‘AT STehidl Ihes! HIEUY ST
7€ thel. Theadl HIGUITE TS aTdall. TAMHUY Theedl dieal Tl
HA T IR A& 93 THRh AWTHE &l TahH IRd & 39
SNG9T T ¥ el o geiel 91T~ “the respondents are directed
not to recover the amount from the petitioners as sought to
be recovered under said communications from individual
petitioners and/or members of the petitioner association. In
case amount has already been recovered, we direct that such
amount shall be returned and repaid to the petitioners and
the members of the association from whose pensionery
benefits the same is deducted, within a period of three
months along with interest at the rate of 12 per cent per
annum.”

. & 9 HEER 093 TSl AT 093 =T AT Th!
I 9 oWy W AT, SRMETE GSUISH Soiedl a1 AvaTd STorar
U HEcrd J 9T 3T bl Yrel Yel d9md a9 Yeho  STeTehiT
AT 2dTS |TeTel @1 T4 %A qoqq FeheuTdedn JaiT dr]
gl 3T JATATE TE FUF ISFEAH A 7 BT STHET
HAGYT AT, @SUleH &dlT. df geid orrd:- “It would be appropriate
that the respondents follow these directions in the cases of
the similarly situated persons, in order to avoid further
petitions to the court.”

QE . 7. GSUSAT TUHTIHTY SRS I 0T hiel T
SIEAT 1T ATel. IheTa N TGS AT AR, Al
I Gl ATTYY GSUISHHIR STl SFAREd! THITIE A RTedl
0 STEERMT AT TehT TR HITAT AT, F 2093 Al &1 31 I
I §¥\9R FATAUNT STl d &k ¥ T R09% st Al
AR GEUle™ AETEdia Jefal q9F ga@l. & JEEaal g
AU . (I FETd S STl AT, Sod ~aTerared] ESUism
T TEEl AU A9 geleiet g A 9§ a¥ WA ®iuATd
S 38 .) AT UM 31 gehlehedid Ul Jeid ST&Td A48
FIIT 3Tl o7e .- “ The learned counsel for the petitioners
states that the issue involved in this petition stands covered
by the judgment of the Hon ble Supreme Court in the case
of Syed Abdul Qadir and others v. State of Bihar and ors.,
reported in (2009) 3 SCC 475, and the judgment of the
Aurangabad Bench of the Bombay High Court dated
22.8.2011 rendered in Writ Petitions No.6054 of 2010 and
2868 of 2011. It is submitted that in view of the law laid
down by the Hon ble Supreme Court and this Court in the
aforesaid two judgments, the State Government was not
entitled to recover the amount wrongly paid to the petitioners
while in service, from their pension.” STHAT %979 I/ FUETd
9eid 9TETd g o 372, “ The learned Assistant Government
Pleader does not dispute that the case stands covered by the
law laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court and followed
by this Court, in the aforesaid two judgments.” et .
GEUISM I TS JEIauHTl JIEas dhalell 372, “In view
of the aforesaid, the writ petition is allowed. The respondents
are directed to refund the amount that was recovered from
the pension of the petitioners within a period of four months.”
TAFIT SIREN AT Th0 Ihee—T dAgd Sicdl e . ATIR
GSYIGTEHIT SAUTEl Ueh U 89 209% &l AT Tehl ZhHih 94
T Hlelel! e

9. HERTS SMEATAT 3o 10 THNTHE 1] SToerdl &
ISR SURRT U TG MY qUINAarRyul FiSd 3. HeRTS STeAe
HETHETAT & % ST 09 % AT JShia SAT “F o
Ja-aTEreaT Teld ¢ YT HIeuaTeT Sl RN I 918707
THATNA Tl 3-¥ TU I I AT e Al A& =T Ied - 0T

417.” SEVEE 3T d6E SAUES A B S AT FehIud
FAT IRAT] R, JEEad qUedrR  aded |1, @euleran ai
AU SR . ATATS! & AU JoIqd ardal Of 8.

t. TSI9T Y 2 AT Y BRURTIE FEHI SFIal AT 3ed
fohal @ T 910 IUTTERIA  F9=0T QUigol gl 38 oTHd
U @I, ” 8T 9T A&7 JUATarS! uRie Auigp? Gt 378 .
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I T F Tl Haree AT 190
HB! AT FAToTel

- 2. T Tgael, steme ‘e

FSEEA HEHTdIc WeHId 3 | &1 YT SAT0M ST SAe9T
1. Fated <A 30 FHat 2093 st Ioial STEdT I
TS A & FIBT Al HRATE U1 AT AL 9Tt Sl ¥ S
209¥ ol HERTSZTEAT I Q16101 | A1 HI. Helied A
FA &THEEAT FITE AN, JEEddr queiiear q7 &dt g
UIHWEA  goldl 8. 9 WAl 00§ Ha? 9uT 9 AR
3008 Gl HaT g FT TR T HaT Fenadie qTearaehi
T AT AT 3TET HIGATAT Tggel HEHd AT, Faied =AEead™
g% 30 TAHARS 2093 ISl Uh Hewdqul AU qoel . AT
TS AT, Fated FEEa Fegeel TaT BevamarEd 9 e
00% FT YITAF AU XA qalall § H=aX 2008 & “He 3h
$2” YEId 9IETd TEdaed X gatal erdr. “In the result, the ap-
peal is allowed and the impugned order is set aside. The
cut-off date, i.e. 01.09.2009 specified in G.R.dated
21.08.20009 is declared unconstitutional and it is held that
the employees governed by Government Resolution dated
5.5.2009 are entitled to the benefit of enhanced gratuity,
i.e.Rs.7 lacs.” ara AT Y& STHEN THg HIUATd ATl EMd i,
“As a sequel to the above, we direct that within three
months from the date of receipt/production of copy of this
order, State Government shall pay to the members of the
appellant and other similarly situated employees
difference of the gratuity already paid and enhanced gra-
tuity payable in terms of G.R. dated 21.08.2009. The par-
ties are left to bear their own costs.”

R . A7, g AT T SIS ST 9T 9 STE9T:
TG hell 3R, T HIGolgdd Ta@ih b diF 9@ amdr

SHSTANAIU HHR IdTd.

(37) =7 T = AR TTeT SUITT STl g5 g 9
ST 00 TAT IMET U SU7 STl deid gl ATdie

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

ITEM NO.5 COURT NO.12 SECTION IX

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

(RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS)
CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 277 OF 2014 IN
CONMT.PET.(C) NO.307/2013
(FOR PREL.HEARING)ASSO.OF COLLEGE &
UNIV.SUP.TEACHERS Petitioner(s) VERSUS SANJAYKUMAR,

I

I

I

I

I

I
SECR. HR. & TECH. ED. DEP.& ANR Respondent(s) :
Date: 09/05/2014 |

This Petition was called on for hearing today. |

: CORAM : |

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM |
KALIFULLA |

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. SIKRI

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Amol Nirmalkumar Suryawanshi,Adv. For
Respondent(s) UPON hearing counsel the Court made the

following

ORDER

Issue notice to respondent no.1, returnable
in the first week of July, 2014.
Dasti, in addition, is permitted.
(Narendra Prasad) (Sharda Kapoor)

—_—————

Court Master

————— ———— — — — — — — — — — — — —

TP (Ul R @& HUT) STHAT ST&T e,

() T I T HIOAHST Thahl FARIAT HIhdL
FHRUITT UTebl 2% T WU IT Fehlbeied] SRIERd dedd Td HHARHT
“appellant and other similarly situated employees”
AR & ek (Ucdehl R @& HUY) 3TET HIrar STHEl A1, qdred
AT STIT SN TRV FHE dhelel IATE.

() SUIeRT SRl At FHIITETS! 1T, Hared =T
ST SIS A4 § &=t shremaret (“within three months”)
HERTSE YA ST Gall &l

3 . T7. qdred EAArET & 99T 30 JAMErT 093 s
3TE. TEUIST AT g2l STTAT TABde 9 ¢ | E2dT HIeh S Terell
STE. U7 SURTGR &I SIS LTS ThTel STETd T ITe ST
el ARl FETAST 9 HEl deTedd JaT A9 STeThieT Haea
“Association of College & University Superannuated Teach-
ers” IS Y IT T IR hell BIT. T Faar el 3TaH
I IT A HIOATAT deb STl HT. Fated =@ i J &0
QUi FHRUATHIS! T AR 9« F & GUT ST AL SFHAS
BTN SATell el 379 AT & 7 R09% st siewr “ASSO.OF
COLLEGE & UNIV.SUP.TEACHERS Petitioner(s) VER-
SUS SANJAYKUMAR, SECR. HR. & TECH. ED. DEP.&
ANR Respondent(s)” a1 yazumdia “CONTEMPT PETITION
(C)NO. 277 OF 2014 IN CONMT.PET.(C) NO.307/2013” &
STIH AT TR HT. Faied ATATAIEHR GATEUIETS! STell, deaT
AT ~ATITATd Ul U Tead . AT, Fared ~AITed o
FasTt GEHIOT STEeT T ¥ et “Issue notice to respondent
no.1, returnable in the first week of July, 2014.” (41. Fatea
AT &1 & H 309 IS A1 GSHIE 7 9ghd ¥ dda
T4 g I8 9 &% a¥ T dhald TR, )

% . T STGHM I GhAed Iod 0 JHI | 99 . FTagaR
2 AfeRIeT: AT A9 STaHHRd UA T qdrel . &b ¥
09% AT AT debt 3T AhHed =ATATeaTal STaHTHehd 378

ST Hal el B T SebeaT T HT. Feiied RITeareaT et

o — — — — — — — — — — | — | — | — . e e,

MAHARASHTRA FEDERATION OF UNIVERSITY &
COLLEGE TEACHERS’ ORGANISATIONS
(MFUCTO)

StiGlelslral DPrRIBH
(9) FHAIR Gelids Y =Alceak 09% 3T GUIRT 92
d ¢ dBd FEMISHNIY HECATASd #HT. FeAIH
BIATAARIAR &RV STQIeTal 3! 5Td BV JZod

[

I

|

|

|

I

|

|

| () JHAR TAid 9 HaR 209y Jsil gl 9 T |
: $ AT SN T HaTg Y ATIRANG EROT SN I
|

|

|

I

|

|

I

|

(

— — — — — — — — —

Pol T3 I
(3) WHAAR TeAib ¢ AT 2098 =T TR |
HHEF A BrRIBA ST 5Td el 3. I

() AHIR el 94 3HeR 2098 URIA ‘A |
BIHeIq Mot HRUATE SR U SHTor.

(. ST i)
Heq dqd

(. €. 8. |Fm)

I
I
oTeTE ,I

—_——— —— ——— — — — — — — — — — — —
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gl A heaEd dared AAEHR. 99T AT A7 Taar. “ten-
ders unconditional apology as the contemnors have not com-
plied with the direction in making the payment within the
due date.” SaHMGET I=d JEUT F TG AATAATAR STEHET
AT 1 AT THGAAT TBahl Hl & ? AT AT & STl
"o gl 3T df 3R @Il ®9F 7R, “the contemnors have
worked out the aggregate payable to the members of the
petitioner-Association which works out to Rs. 32 Crores”
7 5 HARIE! HT. Hated ATaradT et o asiiean seerd
e el A JTE9T: JelayHl .- “Since counsel has
put in appearance for the alleged contemnors and makes a
specific statement that the contemnors have worked out the
aggregate payable to the members of the petitioner-Asso-
ciation which works out to Rs. 32 Crores tenders uncon-
ditional apology as the contemnors have not complied with
the direction in making the payment within the due date.”
(V1. Hated @A G ¥ el 209 % AT a1 GSHIER
3 €hd U dde AT Jeleeal U6 9 &4 a¥ UFd dhald 7.

. TE Tl gAEUIme SfaHHedl  TET | Fdre
& gaaAT AT, Tdied ATATaaTd STH J T S AT & TahH
Tigad ATl TS Jeid ¥ STeasard  A9adyaul 3TeT el
. AT, Hdied FEaeal a4 ¥ Il 209% AT eI
Tl ST df YT geravmmT.:- “Learned senior counsel
for the contemnors also states that now that the amount pay-
able has been ascertained, the same will definitely be paid
within four weeks from today.”

& . I YT T Il G99 HI%! A T, STET SeTaare
TR RO AT Hid, Of TaeT STl 9 STedsard
fgaauul STET HE STHEl AR T Tdedge A1, Jdred
A ¥ Fed R09% AT STAHIIT bl AAhTell Bl il a
MR ‘diSl T TGAAT ‘A9 heda®d gid 9§ Il 209%
T & a1 geeT AU gdel g ‘IR STSaSdrd gl TahH
3TET HIUATT JZd” T UGl “TR STSI=ATd of Ieehd AT, Jag 3=
AT SRIEE GSUISTeal Jieull IEd STHT HIvard d3d.”
3T g8 STl SN Hhell. Al Faied AEeda i 9§

et R09% IS T I heledl STEIAA ol HIgh? 9T JEISHTI. -

o — — — — — — — — — — e e e e e e

ITEM NO.53 COURT NO.11 SECTION IX

|
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA |
|

( RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS )

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) No. 277/2014 In CONTEMPT I
PETITION (C) No. 307/2013 In CIVIL APPEAL No. 908/2013 I
ASSO. OF COLLEGE & UNIV. SUP. TEACHERS Petitioner(s) I
VERSUS SANJAY KUMAR, SECR.HR. & TECH.ED. DEP. & ANR.

Respondent(s) (With office report)

I
Date : 04/07/2014 |
This petition was called on for hearing today. I
: CORAM : |

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE FAKKIR MOHAMED :
I

I

IBRAHIM KALIFULLA
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. SIKRI

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Amol Nirmalkumar Suryawanshi, Adv. For |
Respondent(s) Mr. B.H. Marlapalle, Sr. Adv. Ms. Asha Gopalan |

Nair, Adv. UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following |

ORDER :

The contempt petition is disposed of in |
terms of the signed order. |

I

I

(KALYANI GUPTA) COURT MASTER (SHARDA KAPOOR)
[SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE.]

—_— — e ——— — — — — — — — — — — ——

o ————————————————————————

“On a mention made by the counsel for the parties, we di-
rect that the statement recorded in para 2 of our order dated
04.07.2014 stands corrected to the effect that the amount
ascertained will be deposited with the Registry of the
Bombay High Court, Aurangabad Bench, within four weeks.”
(AT, Tied AT & 9§ Sl R09°% IS T TEHSH
& 9hd U dde A1 Jele A IS 96§ I T dhalel 7. )
9. FHEM UISYRTET &% & I97 “Association of College
& University Superannuated Teachers” a1 Teed He aal
e HHAT THIE 3 e UH 8. A, Fared Arradrdia
1 FARHTET HIGuigad d dREET 9aR hed™d 3 @&d ad
P A W EAE THAEH AT FIUAE AL e AAEI 30
TARAR 2093 ST AN hetel STHAFT Toa 1ETIH =T 9 ¢
H T 1 IALH Tl AN 1 G I Bl A el o
T 9T AEAUUH 3 ghR] MG 9 qdied AEaand Hyd
HE TEET M T HI0AT HiE Y IO Eidid Jrel AT o
ST o T2 HYA BeATHHIT T TRIHATYIA BT 9 & S
209% YAl H1. Ied AT SFREE "edieren Aguiiemad

YA STHT P

< . T FHEREgRAr ST TRRH SHRTETE GEUTereT A1eult 9T
9% ST R09% Ydl STHT Shall FEUIS AT, Hated =Tadrel 9¢
T g SR QU G e oR B A, arfarTE
AT THT HaAHAT & 6 381 HL0A HI. Fdied @A 30
AMERT 2093 T YT STRd. O Jeia 9T&Td .- “As a sequel to
the above, we direct that within three months from the
date of receipt/production of copy of this order, State Gov-
ernment shall pay to the members of the appellant and
other similarly situated employees difference of the
gratuity already paid and enhanced gratuity payable in
terms of G.R. dated 21.08.2009. The parties are left to
bear their own costs.” IT FHEBATEAT SRIET T T HHATAT
&1 W STET HEETE STE S T 91F T AT, Felred ARl
A E.

< . @&z “IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE
AT BOMBAY CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO.6369 OF 2013. Shivaji University

— ————— — — — — — — — — — — — — —

IN THE SUPREME COURT
OF INDIA

CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 277 OF 2014 IN CONTEMPT
PETITION (C) NO. 307 OF 2013
IN CIVIL APPEAL NO. 908 OF 2013

ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGE & UNIVERSITY SUPERANNUATED TEACHERS
PETITIONER VERSUS SANJAY KUAMR, SECRETARY, HIGHER TECHNICAL
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT & ANR. ..... RESPONDENT

ORDER

Since counsel has put in appearance for the alleged
contemnors and makes a specific statement that the
contemnors have worked out the aggregate payable to the
members of the petitioner-Association which works out to
Rs. 32 Crores tenders unconditional apology as the
contemnors have not complied with the direction in making
the payment within the due date.

Learned senior counsel for the contemnors also states
that now that the amount payable has been ascertained,
the same will definitely be paid within four weeks from today.

In the light of the said statement, the contempt petition
stands closed and disposed of in the above terms.

[FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM KALIFULLA]
NEW DELHI JULY 04, 2014.

[A.K. SIKRI]

. e . — — — — — — ., e e, e e e e e e e e .

— ————— — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Teachers Association (SUTA), Through Secretary, Dr.R.H.
Patil and Ors. ...Petitioners. v/s. The State of Maharashtra,
Through the Secretary, Ministry of Higher And Technical
Education and Anr. ..Respondents.” a1 U&0d  &id 3
ALY 2093 Tl ATYTE Ied @A FHeAHEd a1 Tehiehd

I o T @ A1 et AAEAN Thal Ie R SR
TETEE STl FIER HIUR AT, e ¥eg] YS9 &6, Tauadl
6, TR TR F5, 1 Td TeARRAMEN HIAU 6, 1as]

ST 31 TehT T AR Tt TN AT T 9T AT 7]

ST 9%9 WA= HeYid TU™ HTelell 3T, T AUTaTHed
135 ATl a8 GSUieH ey ol SeeT T 3 dhatal

R, -

TR AT, Iod ATl ANTYE GSUISAHR Tad shaled
AT 093 AT A TR (BHH 4oL, ucI9 T §¥99 AT Al
T gHT) &% 99 ol 09% ot Teh A TAT GATGUINH ST,
AT FHhCATAEA S, R AT ! Al T AT. GSUISTHHR
HIEET. T el I aehed 17, Sed ATl TSUisH JerayHmT
i g@r.“ Since the issue involved in this case stands cov-
ered by the judgment in Special Leave Petition (C) No.3700
of 2012, Association of College & University Superannu-
ated Teachers Vs. Union of India and others dated 30.1.2013,
the writ petitions are disposed of with a direction to the
State of Maharashtra to pay the amount towards difference

“5. Hence, we dispose of this petition, by passing the
following order :- (i) We direct the second respondent to
scrutinize the cases of the petitioner nos.2 to 142 for grant
of benefit in accordance with the Judgment and Order dated
30th January, 2013 of the Apex Court in Civil Appeal No.908
of 2013 ; (ii) .... (iii) We direct the State Government to
take a policy decision on the basis of the order of the
Apex Court dated 30th January, 2013, within a period of
four weeks from today.” 3 ¥@a® 2093 sl Al aE IA
AN GRS T 7 79 H ST @A T AT Tl
TAGAAS }-90 A T H1B ITALA Tl 0T SMEAH T8 el AL

9 o . AT Hie ‘J =& aarda 125 (81+32+12)

A 27 TN T STET AV 2¥ehd ARl

T A AR P D d 6 S YRS 8 A
TeA &0 IMTTH BIeel SN2 Fhal &7 319 9Tk AvaEdud
RIS SR 21 99T R, ITdEae WAl qem an

99 . ATAHT g™ T AHIIMETA Ied A0 THETT
JEAFEEA AT SUE dTdTeRT STEAET Fad AT Tehiehedigzar
TR 38T HEA & Y9d HeUIR ARl dcdd HaiT & B 37T

AT AT AT AU ST hiel drde Jaatall el sTardid
ST HIT gugTar St S SR, BROT I°d QAT F gaEr At

HHET ETH T TFRH 33 B2l TIF ST AT, Hard
AT TG el TS, HT. Haied @AM 3 a9 BYdh

T € AT Hes doledT FESHT ST I He&l Ysiehld a1 Gehlehed
TET & 9% T TAciell 318, Ucdeh @Y YRebldl  HeGUIRT T
Tfead oA df YT R AH AR R, AT TG TR B AT
1 TR 3 BIIAT AT 37 9Thd. HI. daied ATarTed a1
FHEES 3 BT ST TE HIAHT @H GRBET T&T 9§00
TEld 4RUITd Sfclell S8 & WUl g9+ 3d. HeRTg MTeds
HERETEAT HEATAAH SYAe ST SBSARIAR 3191 Jal Agrar

of the Gratuity to the petitioners in terms of the Govern- S@l. & FaiH" Ted S T,

ment Resolution dated 21.8.2009, within a period of three
months from the date of receipt of the order.” 7. @=qerar

HE&T 9300 T 9¥00 AT A 3R, A & FIHA! FAUMHZA
HeTerell 7T Bl ST T FXBRT 3T Ughadl ol 16l & 3989 372,

9. G AT 3R Bl TYITAT IFhAaEd e 918707 F i
hatar “the contemnors have worked out the aggregate pay-
able to the members of the petitioner-Association which
works out to Rs. 32 Crores” &l Swi@ AT, Hdied FATdTeA ¥
I R09% T SEUTT THE SME. & 3R BT FUAE TGhH
T IHThcdl FISAAT HEHYRAT HIEvaTd STelell 38 a¥ 3a
T A JTETHIT AT FHT 9 ST T 2T ST HudT I T

T 9 271 g1 1 &41d ggaledl a1 949 92T 9ME-rt a1 Jad

& TR 3w 99 Jel R09% ST FA TS T AT TR ey MU SUATATST &1 AT &l TG helall STE.

3T HIUIES 3 H @l Jad JuATd Silelell STae a3
I YTl AR, AT I7 AT SEMISIQH U T Tequl delrd

N S S S

ITEM NO.MM1 COURT NO.9 SECTION IX

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 277 /2014 IN CONMT. PET.

|
| IN THE SUPREME COURT
| OF INDIA

(C) NO. 307 /2013 IN C.A. NO. 908 / 2013 ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGE & |

UNIVERSITY SUPERANNUATED TEACHERS Petitioner(s) VERSUS SANJAY

CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

KUMAR, SECRETARY, HIGHER TECHNICAL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT &

ANR. Respondent(s)

Date : 16/07/2014
This petition was mentioned today.

|

| CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO.277 OF 2014 IN CONTEMPT
PETITION (C) NO.307 OF 2013 IN CIVIL APPEAL NO.908 OF

| 2013 ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGE & UNIVERSITY

. CORAM . | SUPERANNUATED TEACHERS Petitioner(s) VERSUS
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM | SANJAY KUMAR, SECRETARY, HIGHER TECHNICAL
KALIFULLA | EDUCATION DEPARTMENT & ANR. Respondent(s)
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVA KIRTI SINGH | O RDER
For Petitioner(s) Mr. Amol Nirmalkumar Suryawanshi,Adv. For
Respondent(s) Mr. B.H. Marlapalle,Sr.Adv. Mrs. Asha G. Nair,Adv. | On a mention made by the counsel for the parties’

UPON being mentioned the Court made the following

ORDER

On a mention made by the counsel for the parties, we direc

we direct that the statement recorded in para 2 of our
order dated 04.07.2014 stands corrected to the effect

| that the amount ascertained will be deposited with

¢ | the Registry of the Bombay High Court, Aurangabad

that the statement recorded in para 2 of our order dated 04.07.2014 | Bench, within four weeks.
stands corrected to the effect that the amount ascertained will be |

deposited with the Registry of the Bombay High Court, Aurangabad

Bench, within four weeks.

(NARENDRAPRASAD) COURT MASTER (SHARDA KAPOOR)
[SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE.]

| [FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM KALIFULLA]
| [SHIVA KIRTI SINGH]

NEW DELHI : JULY 16, 2014.

U9Ihe YRl g7l T Idd. Ao Hae"dh Jem Tare

- 2. T Tgaelt, sTee ‘Jer
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MAHARASHTRA FEDERATION OF UNIVERSITY & COLLEGE
TEACHERS’ ORGANISATIONS
University Club House, B-Road, Churchgate, Mumbai 400 020

31st JULY 2014

Smt. Smriti lrani
Hon’ble Minister for Human Resource Development
Government of India Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi.

Hon’ble Minister, Madam,

1. On behalf of Maharashtra Federation of University &
College Teachers’ Organizations (MFUCTOQ), as its General
Secretary, | am constrained to write this letter in connection
with the non-implementation of directions issued by the
University Grants Commission as accepted by the HRD
Ministry in 2011 and 2012. The said directions were in
respect of counting of total service for all purposes of the
University and College teachers appointed between 19th
September 1991 and 3rd April 2000 in Maharashtra after
three Ld Division Benches of the Hon’ble Bombay High
Court had referred the matter to the UGC for final decision.
The Government of Maharashtra attempted to introduce
NET/SET retrospectively on them. In fact, Government of
India, Ministry of HRD Department of Higher Education,
Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi, had, through D.O letter No.B-
7/2010-U.1.(A) dated 3rd November 2010 of Sunil Kumar,
Additional Secretary, HE, addressed to Dr. Kazmi, the then
Secretary of UGC, asserted that “these regulations are bound
to be prospective only. Appointments can never be made

7 N
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
BOMBAY BENCH AT
AURANGABAD

CONT. PETITION NO. 252 OF 2014
IN WP/10346/2013
WITH
CP/262/2014 IN WP/641/2014
WITH
CP/263/2014 IN WP/6687/2013
WITH
CP/264/2014 IN WP/7605/2013
WITH
CP/265/2014 IN WP/1129/2014
WITH
CP/266/2014 IN WP/642/2014
WITH
CP/267/2014 IN WP/7421/2013

VERSUS
SANJAYKUMAR AND OTHERS

Advocate for Petitioners : Mr. Yashodeep Deshmukh and Mr.
Yogesh P. Deshmukh AGP for Respondents: Mr. A. V.
Gondhalekar,

CORAM :
S. V. GANGAPURWALA & A. M. BADAR, JJ.

DATE : 8th August, 2014
PER COURT :

1. Mr. Gondhalekar, learned AGP states that
respondent No.2 has instructed the AGP that the
proposal has to come through management after
completing all the formalities and thereafter only, it
would be possible to processes the same as per the
directions of this court.

2. Leave to add management as party.

3. Notice to added respondent, returnable on

[ |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
: SANJAY RATAN KHAIRNAR AND OTHERS :
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
: 22.08.2014. Hamdast allowed. :
| |

| (AM.BADAR, J) (S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J,) |
\\ 2T YOI THE Tl STIHT IT Tehial T /J

with retrospective date.” There are more than 8000 teachers
who are covered by this UGC direction communicated to
the Government of Maharashtra and also to the MFUCTO
through UGC letters dated 16th and 26th August 2011 and
15th March 2012. Hereto annexed and marked as
ANNEXURES 1. 2 & 3 are the said letters.

2. Apart from the failure to act on the UGC directions,
the Government of Maharashtra has also failed to act on
more than twenty Judgments of the Hon’ble Bombay High
Court, some of which have been taken to the Hon’ble
Supreme Court by the Government itself and lost. The most
serious of this is the contempt being committed by the State
Government on the interim order from the Hon’ble Supreme
Court of India in Special Leave Petition N0.34118 of 2013
filed by the State against the Judgment of the Hon’ble
Aurangabad Bench of the Bombay High Court in W.P.
No0.11477 of 2010. Enclosed hereto and marked as
Annexure 4 is a copy of the said interim Order of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the SLP. Enclosed hereto
and marked as Annexure 5 is a List of the Judgments of
the Hon’ble Bombay High Court which have yet to be
complied by the government though the time limit set for
compliance has expired long time ago.

3. The acts of omission and commission on the part of
Government of Maharashtra not only amounts to neglecting
to accept the UGC directions but also refusing to uphold
the dignity of judicial process, though a constitutional
mandate. This has resulted in continuation of injustice on
the teaching community that has gone on since the nineties.

4. In view of the peculiar situation created in the State
MFUCTO was compelled to submit to the Hon’ble President
of India a detailed Petition dated 20th June 2014 pointing
out the government’s utter disregard of Hon’ble Court
decisions indicative of constitutional break-down in our State.
A copy of the Memorandum dated 20th June 2014 was also
handed over to the Hon’ble Union Minister for Home, Shri
Rajnathji Singh by the MFUCTO at a brief meeting held
with him on 21st June 2014. MFUCTO is confident that the
Hon’ble Union Home Minister must have acted positively to
ascertain the factual position from Government of
Maharashtra as a part of the democratic process.

5. As the new HRD Minister you will surely be aware
that in respect of the pay commission recommendations
the central government contributes 80% of the total additional
expenditure of the State Governments. This practice has
been followed by the central government while accepting
and recommending the sixth pay commission revised scales
of pay with the condition of releasing the 80% central share
to the State Government only if the State Governments
implemented the entire package. In respect of the sixth pay
commission scales of pay also such decision of 80%
assistance to the State was taken by the central government.
This was communicated by Central Orders through letter
No. F.1-7/2010-U-II, dated 14th August 2012. There was a
special clause in the central directive that arrears will be
payable to all those who were in service on 1.1.2006. In
para. 3 of the said letter it was clearly set out as under:

“3. Central Government decided to provide financial
assistance to the extent of 80% as reimbursement to those
State Governments, which may opt for these revised pay
scales for the period 1-1-2006 to 31-3-2010. The remaining
20% was to be met by the State Government from its own
resources.”
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6. The MFUCTO submits that the teachers whose cases
were dealt with by the UGC appointed between 19-9-1991
to 3-4-2000 are still in service and hence their posts existed
as on 1-1-2006. They are eligible for arrears arising out of
the implementation of the sixth pay commission revised
scales of pay. If their arrears are calculated by the State
Government based on their basic pay as Assistant Professors
without giving to them the placement benefits, it would be
in gross violation of the Hon’ble Supreme Court interim
order on the SLP filed by the Government of Maharashtra
and also against the UGC directions. In fact, after the Hon’ble
Supreme Court passed its interim order, several dozens of
Petitions have been disposed of by the Bombay High Court
taking cognizance of the Hon’ble Supreme Court interim
order and directed the State Government to complete the

— —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

NAGPUR UNIVERSITY TEACHERS' ASSOCIATION
% Sd AdIareledl IHEIIAR
WIEATqFBIAT AHT

T AT IAT SUITA STedT 3 3 da-dierdl TheEs] HIevardl
BR HIST TN Ied ST JHITIA Bl 3T e &l
1305 e P | R (< o= e 1 [ 21 £ S B T [0 | G E R R E
TABTAT T AT I, W, Fared FE@A  STEATE
THUAUT =9 79 dhaoll. 9T & Ih@<d qd AFSaEd Saiuard
1 & AT,

[ |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| . 1. AR @EUBH THT (4¢RR/093) THIUMT 4 |
| STeTeRiT =@ AT, AR SIHT A1 AT grEd BTl . |
| € 9% 9% HarAgd SeIH Slal SRR qRatdl A% |
| Zogrer STl . qoT ATEERiaR A S et gad El. |
| o ToTt ST R 0 UTEATERIHT AT, AR WeYege A Ane. |
| el (8¥93/2093) & ¥ AR R09% s AT |
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process of granting Placement benefits to the Petitioners
and release arrears arising thereof.

7. It has been the continuing request of MFUCTO on
behalf of the 30,000 University and College teachers in the
State of Maharashtra that the State Government should
release full arrears of all the teachers who were in service
as on 1-1-2006 including the NET/SET affected teachers
whose cases fall under the Hon’ble Supreme Court interim
order and UGC directions dated 16th and 26th August 2011
and 3rd March 2012.

8. In view of the facts set out hereinabove, The Central
Government may take departmental care to ensure that the
Government of Maharashtra is paid 80% of the total additional
expenditure by way of reimbursement only after the release
of arrears in respect of all the teachers who were in service
as on 1-1-2006.

7. It has been the continuing request of MFUCTO on
behalf of the 30,000 University and College teachers in the
State of Maharashtra that the State Government should
release full arrears of all the teachers who were in service
as on 1-1-2006 including the NET/SET affected teachers
whose cases fall under the Hon’ble Supreme Court interim
order and UGC directions dated 16th and 26th August 2011
and 3rd March 2012.

8. In view of the facts set out hereinabove, the Central
Government may

(A) direct the State Government to complete the process
of Placement as is mandated by

(i) HRD Order dated 3rd November 2010 to the UGC;

(i) UGC directives contained in letters dated 16th, 26th
August and 15th March 2012 enclosed hereto as Annexures
1,2&3

(iii) Order dated 18-11-2013 of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court of India in SLP No0.34118/2013 enclosed hereto as
Annexure 4; and

(iv) Judgments and Orders passed by different Division
Benches of the Hon’ble Bombay High Court, a list of which
is enclosed as Annexure 5.

(B) direct Government of Maharashtra to fully comply
with the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and
the Hon’ble Bombay High Court especially in respect of
non-NET/SET teachers recruited during the period from
19-9-1991 to 3-4-2000.

The Union HRD Ministry should take departmental care
to ensure that the Government of Maharashtra is paid 80%
of the total additional expenditure by way of reimbursement
only after the State Government has acted in terms above-
stated and releases arrears in respect of all the teachers who
were in service as on 1-1-2006.

Thanking you,
Yours faithfully

(Dr. Tapati Mukhopadhyay) (A.T. Sanap)
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If Undelivered , please return to: NUTA Bul- )
letin Office, Shikshak Bhavan, Sant Gadge Baba
Amravati University Campus, Amravati- 444 602. |
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