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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

(Record of proceedings)

Civil Appeal N0.10759/2013
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Appellant(s)
VERSUS
ASHA RAMDAS BIDKAR & ORS. Respondent(s)

(With appln.for permission to file addl.documents and clarifiction
of Court’s order and intervention and exemption from filing OT and
impleadment and intervention and exemption from filing OT and
directions and impleadment and stay and stay and permission to file
addl.documents)

WITH C.A. No. 10760/2013
(With appln.(s) for permission to file additional documents and
Office Report) SLP(C) No. 13598-13599/2014 (With appln.(s) for
de-tagging and Office Report) SLP(C) No. 13610-13611/2014 (With
Office Report) SLP(C) No. 13616-13617/2014 (With Office Report)
SLP(C) No. 13618-13626/2014 (With Office Report) S.L.P.(C)...CC
No. 3391/2015 (With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and Office
Report)
Date : 25/03/2015
These appeals/petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAMAJIT SEN
HON’BLE MR.JUSTICEABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE

FOR APPELLANT(S) CA.NO.10759/13 : Mr. B.H. Marlapalle,
Sr.Adv.* Ms. Asha G. Nair. Mr. Aniruddha P. Mayee, Adv.*
CA.N0.10760/13 Mr. Vinay Navare, Adv.* Mr. Satyajeet Kumar,
Adv.* Mr. Keshav Ranjan, Adv.* Mr.Gwen K.B., Adv.* Ms.
Abha R. Sharma,Adv.* Mr. Suhas Kadam, Adv.*for M/s Lemax
Lawyers & Co.,Adv.*

FOR RESPONDENT(S) : Mr. V. Giri, Sr.Adv.* Mr. Amol
Nirmalkumar Suryawanshi,Adv.* Mr. Arjun Harkauli,Adv.* Mr.
Manish Pitale, Adv.* Mr. Chander Shekhar Ashri,Adv.* Mr.
Nishant Ramakantrao Katneshwarkar,Adv.* Mr. Guru Krishna
Kumar, Sr.Adv.* Mr.Hiren Dasan, Adv.* Mr. C.R. Sadasivam,
Adv.* Mr. Harish Dasan, Adv.* Mr. Avinash Singh, Adv.* Mrs
Sarla Chandra,Adv.* Mr. Uday B. Dube,Adv.* Mr. Satyajit A.
Desai, Adv.* Mar. Akash Kakade, Adv.*Ms. Anagha S.
Desai,Adv.* Mr. Venkateswara Rao Anumolu,Adv.* Mr. R.P.
Bhat, Sr.Adv.* Dr. R. R. Deshpande,Adv.* Mr. Yuvraj Gaikwad,
Adv.* Ms.Smitakshi Talukdar, Adv.* Mr. Shivaji M.
Jadhav,Adv.* Mr. Manoj R. Sinha, Adv.* Mr. T. Mahipal, Adv.*
Mr. A. Radhakrishan, Adv.* Mr. Shashibhushan P. Adgaonkar,
Adv.*

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

(1) On the taking up of Civil Appeal No0.10760 of 2013
we have come to learn that several Respondents as well
as other Lectures/Assistant Professors similarly placed
who are vitally affected by the core issue which has now
been canvassed before us have neither been impleaded
nor have been heard by the High Court of Judicature at
Bombay. We are further informed that as on date there
are over hundred Writ Petitions pending in the Principal
Bench and the Benches at Nagpur and Aurangabad of
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay. It has been
pointed out by the Learned Senior Counsel that
Maharashtra Federation of University & College
Teachers Organisation, (MFUCTO), Respondent in
Civil Appeal N0.10759/2013, had filed a Writ Petition

which is pending before the Principal Bench. This
Association is also seeking to be heard in the
proceedings before us.

(2) In these circumstances the course which
commends itself to us is to stay the operation of the
Impugned Order without, in any manner, causing any
disadvantage to any of the parties who are the
beneficiaries to the Impugned Judgment. We are
staying the operation of the Impugned Judgment since
several other Writ Petitions are also pending and Co-
ordinate Benches would otherwise be bound to follow the
previous decision or refer the conundrum or recommend
to the Hon’ble Chief Justice to constitute a Larger Bench,
if the already articulated terms of the Co-ordinate Benches
are found to be unacceptable. It is not controverted that
Public Notice had not been given in respect of this litigation.
Therefore, there is the need to stay the operation of the
Impugned Order, so as to enable denovo consideration of
the pending Writ Petition.

(3) Accordingly, we request Hon’ble the Chief
Justice of the High Court of Judicature at Bombay
to constitute or nominate a Bench at the Principal
Bench, to which all pending Writ Petitions should
be transferred, and which Bench should forthwith
take up the matters, in expedition, and decide all
the Writ Petitions preferably within a period of six
months from today. We also direct the State of
Maharashtra to give wide publicity to the pendency of
these Writ Petitions at the Principal Bench so that any
person desirous of being heard may be able to do so, if
that is found by it to be necessary and/or expedient.

(4) In view of the above, learned counsel for the
Appellant in Civil Appeal N0.10760 of 2013 seeks leave
to withdraw the Appeal with liberty granted to the
Appellant to approach the High Court of Judicature at
Bombay. This Appeal is dismissed as withdrawn with
liberty granted asprayed for.

(5) We reiterate that the reason for which we have
stayed the Impugned Order is to enable the Division Bench
to look into the matters and decide them afresh. This does
not preclude them from chartering the same course as in
the Impugned Judgment, but that should be by way of a
judgment containing reasons for the conclusion.

(6) Mr. B.H. Marlapalle learned Senior Counsel
for the State of Maharashtra assures the Court that
no adverse action shall be taken against the
Respondents in the Appeals before us. The above
arrangement shall, needless to clarify, be subject to the
final orders that will be passed in Civil Appeal N0.10759
of 2013.

(7) Liberty is also granted to affected persons to seek
in the High Court of Judicature at Bombay ad interim
orders which may place them on parity with other
Lecturers/Assistant Professors similarly placed.

(Usha Bhardwaj) AR-CUM-PS (Saroj Saini) COURT MASTER

(SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE.)
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the High Court of Judicature at Bombay ad interim

with other Lecturers/Assistant
Professors similarly placed.
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(See Para 7 of The SUPREME COURT order dated 25.03.2015)
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SIGNED ORDER

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION CIVIL APPEAL
NO.10759 OF 2013

State of Maharashtra & Ors... Appellant(s) VERSUS
Asha Ramdas Bidkar & Ors... Respondent(s)
WITH C.A. No. 10760/2013

SLP(C) No. 13598-13599/2014 SLP(C) No. 13610-13611/2014
SLP(C) No. 13616-13617/2014 SLP(C) No. 13618-13626/2014
S.L.R(C)...CC No. 3391/2015

ORDER

(1) On the taking up of Civil Appeal No.10760
of 2013 we have come to learn that several
Respondents as well as other Lectures/Assistant
Professors similarly placed who are vitally affected
by the core issue which has now been canvassed
before us have neither been impleaded nor have
been heard by the High Court of Judicature
at Bombay. We are further informed that as on
date there are over hundred Writ Petitions
pending in the Principal Bench and the Benches at
Nagpur and Aurangabad of the High Court of
Judicature at Bombay. It has been pointed out by
the Learned Senior Counsel that Maharashtra
Federation of University & College Teachers
Organisation, (MFUCTO), Respondent in Civil
Appeal No.10759/2013, had filed a Writ Petition
which is pending before the Principal Bench. This
Association is also seeking to be heard in the
proceedings before us.

(2) In these circumstances the course which
commends itself to us is to stay the operation of the
Impugned Order without, in any manner, causing
any disadvantage to any of the parties who are the
beneficiaries to the Impugned Judgment. We are
staying the operation of the Impugned Judgment
since several other Writ Petitions are also pending
and Co-ordinate Benches would otherwise be
bound to follow the previous decision or refer
the conundrum or recommend to the Hon’ble Chief
Justice to constitute a Larger Bench, if the already
articulated terms of the Co-ordinate Benches are
found to be unacceptable. It is not controverted that
Public Notice had not been given in respect of this
litigation. Therefore, there is the need to stay the

— ——— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Impugned

In these circumstances the course which commends
itself to us is to stay the operation of the
Impugned Order without, in any
manner, causing any disadvantage to any of the
parties who are the beneficiaries to the

(See Para 2 of The SUPREME COURT order dated 25.03.2015)
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operation of the Impugned Order, so as to enable
denovo consideration of the pending Writ Petition.

(38) Accordingly, we request Hon’ble the Chief
Justice of the High Court of Judicature at Bombay
to constitute or nominate a Bench at the Principal
Bench, to which all pending Writ Petitions should
be transferred, and which Bench should forthwith
take up the matters, in expedition, and decide all
the Writ Petitions preferably within a period of six
months from today. We also direct the State of
Maharashtra to give wide publicity to the pendency
of these Writ Petitions at the Principal Bench so that
any person desirous of being heard may be able to
do so, if that is found by it to be necessary and/or
expedient.

(4) In view of the above, learned counsel for
the Appellant in Civil Appeal No.10760 of 2013 seeks
leave to withdraw the Appeal with liberty granted
to the Appellant to approach the High Court of
Judicature at Bombay. This Appeal is dismissed as
withdrawn with liberty granted as prayed for.

(5) We reiterate that the reason for which we
have stayed the Impugned Order is to enable the
Division Bench to look into the matters and decide
them afresh. This does not preclude them from
chartering the same course as in the Impugned
Judgment, but that should be by way of a judgment
containing reasons for the conclusion.

(6) Mr. B.H. Marlapalle learned Senior Counsel
for the State of Maharashtra assures the Court that
no adverse action shall be taken against the
Respondents in the Appeals before us. The above
arrangement shall, needless to clarify, be subject to
the final orders that will be passed in Civil Appeal
No.10759 of 2013.

(7) Liberty is also granted to affected persons to
seek in the High Court of Judicature at Bombay ad
interim orders which may place them on parity with
other Lecturers/Assistant Professors similarly placed.

(VIKRAMAJIT SEN) J
(ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE) J

NEW DELHI, MARCH 25, 2015.
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1. Hafed RN a9id 34 A6 2094 S A28 Jad
STEARIEAT YHUT STcdd Hewaqul 3 SAG9T O1 I helel 3Ted. AT
HEdqul TG 9T He-He qad QTeqehieal Hd 2T 9T TTa AT, §a8
o AT & EEUIeTehs g5did 7d BuaTd ST ST 1.
o AT §= YA T dheledl HSUIShs ST o]
Teh 3T T GATIOT chell ATae. TSI U T8 3 Tt @rgedr
T e T -

“Accordingly, we request Hon’ble the Chief Justice of
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay to constitute or
nominate a Bench at the Principal Bench, to which all pending
Writ Petitions should be transferred, and which Bench
should forthwith take up the matters, in expedition, and
decide all the Writ Petitions preferably within a period of
six months from today.”

(R) weErTe wreaye mermg (MFUCTO) #af@d of ga Fa
90\94_ /093 HEH ¥ qdTal 3T 1 HeTHa H2-He Ha e
TR0t IT kT YaE Sed ETadTe g WeUiee A dheldl
e T T AT I T&d 3712, € e ST AETd SAUH SUard
ST 372 . ZAchd Aee A% IT HeTHa ST o0l Ul 27 Fu
AR get o (IA) arad dhalal 3. STHel °1. Tdrd
AT O] AT qI3we 9 " T8 ol oMle. d
gEid STETd -

“It has been pointed out by the Learned Senior Counsel
that Maharashtra Federation of University & College
Teachers Organisation, (MFUCTO), Respondent in Civil
Appeal No.10759/2013, had filed a Writ Petition which is
pending before the Principal Bench. This Association is also
seeking to be heard in the proceedings before us.”

(3) 492 T&@ @Al SRETE U §ie 9 ST
3093 TS TF 090 T ATTHI HHG 9IS HET Toledl
ST TSI ST Td HI0ITd Selel STE. IR (T THg
9 WeHl TG dheled) T AL STl SRIENE T2USTaT ST Ad
SIS T T 4 ST . 3797 T Tl ST & STal adl STel 7d
STEMes AT AT AT BTl Fariiell fhal JafTell
SHIOTCTET TRl STATHIIT T JUTY ATEl ST AT, Haied =TT
ST ST U TEg R Hed T thaldl 372, o Jeid &I -

“In these circumstances the course which commends itself
to us is to stay the operation of the Impugned Order without,
in any manner, causing any disadvantage to any of the parties
who are the beneficiaries to the Impugned Judgment.”

(%) =T U S 37 Ul STE STl STed SATHe 9T a6
ST I TG IHT DIVTCTET eI STATHII B0 el HERTS

o — — — — — — — — — — e e e
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Mr. B.H. Marlapalle learned Senior Counsel for the
State of Maharashtra assures the Court that no
adverse action shall be taken against the
Respondents in the Appeals before us.

(See Para 6 of The SUPREME COURT order dated 25.03.2015)

AT hedl SO ATET 3T STTEATAY STt HERTSE ST
T T ST T el TR STHET AT, AT ST SS9
YT € HeA TS haldl R, d el & -

“Mr. B.H. Marlapalle learned Senior Counsel for the
State of Maharashtra assures the Court that no adverse action
shall be taken against the Respondents in the Appeals before

”

us.

(W) 1. Haeg T 92-92 o ITeshieaT arddid g
9¢ T@aT 2093 ISl T THION o YT IId hel B,
Tie O T2e ¥ el AT 372 - “4. 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.” &b 9¢ Ti@a? 2093
T SEATAT UM U TG ¥ AL 0], Haied <AT@aH Sl
R0 HE 2094 T AR HIVARET T bell TG 9 ¢ Al@ay
3093 T YA oAl TIEE 4 gerd JAm g - “5. The
impugned orders passed by the High Court will remain
stayed subject to the order as above.” &1 g T=g 4 Heid
3 ¥ emeemHed “We are staying the operation of the
Impugned Judgment” 3t & Bl 377,

(&) BIET 31 AT fehall TETeh TTEAIeh =T JTgdrd @
TesTelel STed, dodd @l 7 Heledes aq Id T T ad ATeled
qEH AT AT, §a Ied AT ATAarA] FEUege e 3id 30
ame9t (Interim Order) He TuamT Hicheieh SudTd A 3TE, ST
1. FAled A AT AUl 4 e 9 T e e

SR, o geid 9T&Td -

“Liberty is also granted to affected persons to seek in
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay ad interim orders
which may place them on parity with other Lecturers/

Assistant Professors similarly placed.”

(\9) WERTZ TUFYI IS FHAarE!, (&H 3 MW 2009)
31 gFd T e, TS 94, HHI% 94 ALUE I 9%9 o HBiIah
I hel T STH T Id &I AT 9% 9 o 000 IT Hl@dd
F2-T o STehiEl Tl S8l B STHEE 3 Ughd 1 &l dehiele
A1, 3T YRS AUFEE  goell SR, 9 T 2093 ISl
el 9TE UETeT 98 & Hed S9N lehi=l den &
49 &0 A TE HFIVAM A . AT T T ST e Dl
3 ST 2009 T VY FF 2093 AT 93 JUIAT HIAESHH e

TGH (90000-4950) = ¥¢¥o BT THUFHIAT FAHIIEA
el A g CAS 9 @1 e H0A1 STletel ST Her &
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BTG STTIT T TRHATd ASaell Sed. TF 9%%9 o 2000 AT
FIBMH T 4ad I Hdd STelel J9 42-H2 Jard Ao & THadId
SMed. &% 9§ SNME I § SIR2 099 =T JAMS 3TN
SITFIIIAT SIS AT Tarar Uehd JaT 312 & TS AT dhelell 378
90-9 TUIEAT BB TABAAB 3T MBI THUDT TTHATIAGA
AT & TH oA STed & T AT, Jated aadre] o
qeoll ATEl. aMod qT. Jared FEaas STuedl T O T98e

\9 3T 9T chell 3TTE.
(¢) T 9229 T TF 000 IT HIBAIA "-HZ o ITeTehIDb!

U] GBI ST &6 ATHIId Selel 9780 & A RToAl
TET YebRTd Higard. o TR gerd JHT -

(i) FEMITS STEM ST H2-8e Jaadl Geaar 3 TeihiT
99 THAT 9]%% AT ITEF AUVEMIG TI&®E 92 o 94 did

TSI 3T @Y TIHHAR Heblelel STed.

(ii) SuRted (i) Amefiel eMeReien! el TeTehie Ueheon
Jeic BB IhE<! HIEUATET AT BIel 3T TR T
el 21T, AT, 3o ATaaredl d 9¢ WSUoHT gofedl 3Hd 0T
318 T TYUYYT dheeiiR ST g H&A Eaed (quashed
and set aside) o7 qUITd . HESAAT Tl JUCTE Tl
A BIEl 91T et JmoT o~ (1) W.P. No. 1893 OF 2010 :- (IN
THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY) DATED:
3RD SEPTEMBER, 2010 (P8 B2012) (2) W.P.No. 1991 OF 2011
:- (BENCH AT AURANGABAD) DATED : 28th MARCH, 2011
(P9 B 2012) (3) W.P. No. 5271 OF 2013 :- (BENCH AT
AURANGABAD) DATE : 28 th AUGUST 2013 ( P 145 B 2013)
(4) W.P. No. 4994 OF 2013 :- (BENCH AT AURANGABAD)
DATE : 13 th SEPTEMBER 2013 ( P 205 B 2013) (5) W.P. No.
6659 OF 2013 :- (BENCH AT AURANGABAD) DATE :10th
October, 2013. ( P 216 B 2013) (6) W.P. NO. 5224 OF 2013 :-
(BENCH AT AURANGABAD) SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 (P151
B2014)

(iii) 9% A@LaY 9%%9 T 3 SEIAT 9% IT HIESIAIC
TS 9400 STETHT R ST 093 AT ITHT AVAH & AT 3TaT
el TR, 3 HIFEEE 9333 000 Il FHIWBM AHdd HE-HE
A 91eTE § W 18T ARd 9 AT VeIl § WY ARRIIE
FHIVTAE! ATl HROT SATedTe AL

(iv) #1. Fa=T FEE@ErEA] 4 "™ 094 AT AR
U@ R AU SS9 ATHId Aleled 42-82 gad 9Tedh

(V) 1. Tdied =IEeareT R "7 209 4 2T SR g 7858
& A SMELMHe AT SATeld "2-82 gad 9816

(vi) I1 9™ 3R Uil @THIId 916 (S A9 9%%9
000 IT FHGMIA AHUHIAT STAMIEA deldll HaT €& JTaH,
qeHaTA® (el Taied Ied  STE fhal TR Haid 94,
TR 85Ik, o< oF &bl Tt BCUD 3camel 9erer 0 dassdid
ATl q2-H2 o 9127
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It has been pointed out by the Learned Senior Counsel
that Maharashtra Federation of University &
College Teachers Organisation,
(MFUCTO),

Respondent in Civil Appeal No.10759/2013, had filed
a Writ Petition which is pending before the
Principal Bench. This Association is
also seeking to be heard in the
proceedings before us.

(See Para 1 of The SUPREME COURT order dated 25.03.2015)
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(27)
INTHE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVILAPPELLATEJURISDICTION
WRITPETITION NO.2823 OF 2014

Arjun Gangaram Nerkar and others ..Petitioners. VERSUS
The State of Maharashtra and others ..Respondents. Mr.
Yashodeep P. Deshmukh for the Petitioners. Mr. Vikas Mali,
AGP for the State. Mr. Rui Rodrigues for Respondent No.4.

[ |
i |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| CORAM : |
| ANOOP V. MOHTA & A.S. GADKARI,JJ. |
| 13th OCTOBER 2014. |
: P.C. : Considering the averments made and in view :
| of the orders so passed on record apart from the order |
so referred and pointed out, at this stage by keeping
: all points open, we are inclined to grant ad interim :
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| J

protection in terms of prayer clause (D) to be
complied with within 12 weeks.

The above order is subject to further orders. All
points kept open. Parties to act on an authenticated
copy of this order issued by the office of this Court.
Stand over to 8th December 2014.

N (Anoop V. Mohta, J.)  (A.S. Gadkari, J.)

— e e —— — — — — — — — o e e

() &9 9%%9 @ 000 IT HBMA T &ad T Tdd STeled
THE T T a2 STACT AT STEhiusl 99 O TEEd g
BT TET ABREAT TRl AHUGIAT SHGOATT Hal 9%
CAS T 99 @Y 3181 HI0IId ST 372, 39 T JTH  STefhiHT
THT NI &l 3T A1, Haied AE@aE SE 97d el STE.
7 Fated AT SEINdE 0 g 9 TaTd dadl STofel s
A QTETehI-T AT HT. Tod AT AT FehT ST dheledT ATerd
3T 3T 9TeTeh STTed. T2eh TEHMT ardal 3191 TefehiedT J3e!
FiaTedT 9 T HT. Iod ATATATTHR 37d T STIS9T Hes 9udieh Tl
7 qHT IR HIUATE G ST A1 dopHed (9) b AT It Tl
e T AT T8 beamar () H doaH e ausiial 998 &&d
Interim Order auii= U1 1wt (3) @ 9@l Interim Order
AR A1, Hafed REEEAT ) AE 2094 ST AUHSHET HJIEH
7 kT HaeeAT TEUITehs Ueh id JATEUIETS! Ure auard arar stefier

AT 3T
(1. 4. 1. gFm) (2. Arue gEraTeAr)
aeger g e

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

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

of the General Body Meeting of
NAGPUR UNIVERSITY TEACHERS'ASSOCIATION

held at 12.00 noon on SUNDAY, the

15th March, 2015 at
Yeshwant Mahavidyalaya, Seloo

Dist. Wardha

General Body of Nagpur University Teachers'
Association met at 12.00 noon on Sunday, the 15 th March
2015 at Yeshwant Mahavidyalaya, Seloo Dist. Wardha
Prof. P. B. Raghuwanshi President was in the chair. The
membership numbers of the members present at the

meeting are as follows :-

0044, 0048, 0172, 0269, 0605, 1053, 1161, 1163, 1177, 1380,
1670,1792, 1908, 1948, 1958, 1959, 2021, 2022, 2148, 2149,
2375,2438, 2439, 2603, 2894, 2901, 2902, 3006, 3022, 3121,
3240,3257,3299, 3300, 3432, 3449, 3471, 3490, 3491, 3492,
3506,3519, 3527, 3548, 3550, 3573, 3595, 3621, 3631, 3743,
3750,3772,3797, 3809, 3819, 3835, 3840, 3851, 3861, 3975,
4004, 4019, 4020, 4034, 4035, 4036, 4047, 4076, 4108, 4132,
4170, 4318, 4346, 4416, 4430, 4451, 4492, 4493, 4498, 4532,
4548, 4557, 4625, 4808, 4865, 5000, 5161, 5222, 5307, 5308,
5313, 5403, 5462

Signed sheets of papers recording the attendance are
included on pages 37 to 41 of and will form part of, the
"BOOK OF ATTENDANCE" of General Body meetings.

Agenda of the General Body meeting was circulated
on pages 21 to 22 of 2015 NUTA Bulletin and on pages 17
to 28 of 2015 Ex.File.

ITEM NO. 644 :
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES :

CONFIRMED the minutes of the General Body
meeting of Nagpur University Teachers' Association held
at 12.00 noon on Sunday, 19 th October, 2014 at Smt.
Kesharbai Lahoti Mahavidyalaya Amravati, with the
following correction :-

(1) Item No. 634 & 635 on page 179 of 2014 NUTA
Bulletin be corrected as item No. 642 & 643 respectively.

Notes :- 1) Copy of the minutes was Circulated on pages
177 to 179 of 2014 NUTA Bulletin.

2) Corrections, if any, were invited in the copy of the
Minutes of the General Body Meeting of Nagpur University
Teachers'Association held at 12.00 noon on Sunday, 19 th
October, 2014 at Smt. Kesharbai Lahoti Mahavidyalaya
Amravati vide No.CIM/38 Dated 1st November, 2014
published on page 183 of 2014 NUTA Bulletin. No correction
was received.

T BHIPB §88 (37)
91. . 1. AlEl TiT §Ae qEraget
enpyedrda

1. 7. 7. W A §:8E TEHEEd 1. 37 79 ¥ T Higeral
geEie ITepuEared HHG BT STl -

AT TET 9Tk |1 & 311 U7 A1 &3 aYd @ HIue S
ATE(E 1. 7. A1 @Rl A &A% o AT, 094 T BIBG
SR ANYR 4G RS T4 F. Jgandl &id 3 ]2
9 B, T 7% ‘HERTE’ HeH HEHUGEH U GodId dEd ST
T 9T ISTEA ST HEl Jeled, ANYRd &g Hel qened 9
AR g F9Fd el AT JY TTeAde =IH Hal HEA
9°¢3 ALl O AT 7 AT 2l T AHAe! AT wa-ehry STredyu
gE Ed. 99 WU 9%99-93 IEUT d I oTedel Eid. 2%
qaY, 309 3 @1 STHRTFAT T AT e Gaiedal THRIET

T TS} SURRIT @raell Sidl 31 0 Aol ram Alell 3T

U FhRe! HIATT ST BIdl. el §:Eg AeFEEd e &
AT 9T T HAA A AT F2aaTdl Fedda1
HIAA A=

avw HHIb £88 ()
1. oNfdeTa gI=ery ATT §:RA TeIATaget
enpyvdra

®1. MAET IHEY T §Ee A99Ed 81, 02§ 7S T
ATSed el SThTTd HHd Huamd STl :-

TERTEAIA SOt gared 3. Midedd e d el ol
SHIATE Ta? §. 9§ Bgarl 094 T Heblol 3T ARG
TS &l dhell. AT 37, Mg UFeER aid §. 9 hgdridr
TG AU W, STHGHIHAY gSadl & §HIT TBR HERTSZE!
g HE JTHIRT . o TeRTe™ deadd, RIH aark
STURIAH 3 9 B2k, TR Ge Fd I Hi. qHae &
TERTSIET Y ad STed. TeRTEAT Mehie] aeamed el
T HEw@rd AMEH TR SR, & el HYNIRG ATed I
TRV @@TaE T 2ld. Bl ae Jel §:88  AGEEd
£ QT e MBI T B STEA 1 STl 3191 Had
R,

RITHT, T T FHEhd TH] A0 HERTEHE Tl 38
U g JaRddredl &l &0 & Harae-d d [dies ard
e T TN J91 ¥ TS @0 STE. & |/l 3. qHEy
TFIATERTA el Al A9 FHIA STHA ARG dldeH ek
FUIE HATETE TEHRAT B SAE.

TRLTEATE HISUTAT HEEHT ST YTaT 2h thedl, TUTEqeq-T
HET ST HIAT Seh hedl. T8 I A 9 T 39 g qad
TEE ST ST a1 &l T chotedl STeTaTdl 9d Hae-e]
FAH T TG IMBTHA HdIdihs Greddicl T THTETAT JT Tdd .

ITEM NO. 645 :
APPROVAL TO THE ANNUAL REPORT :

CONSIDERED AND APPROVED the Annual
Report regarding the working of the Association for the
calendar year ending on 31st December, 2014, with the
following correction :-

On Page 32 of 2015 NUTA Bulletin in Para 26 the
opening words “The NUTA membership has reached by
the end of the year. This year the increase in membership
iS.” be substituted by the following words, namely :-

“The NUTA membership has reached by the end
of the year 5459. This year the increase in membership is
24"

Notes : (i) As per Article VI (b) (iii) of the Constitution of
NUTA, the Annual Report of the working of the Association is

prepared by the Executive Committee (vide item No.2 of 2015)
and is now placed for the approval of the General Body.

(if) The Copy of the Annual Report was circulated in this
NUTA Bulletin on page 27 to 32

(iii) Dr. A. W. Dhage, Secretary presented the Annual Report
on behalf of the Executive Committee.

ITEM NO. 646 :
APPROVAL TO THE ANNUAL BUDGET :

APPROVED the Annual Budget of the Association
for the Financial year commencing on 1st April, 2015.

Notes : (i) Dr. B. T. Gawande, Treasurer, NUTA, presented
the Budget on behalf of the Executive Committee.

(i) The copy of the Budget was circulated on page No. 29
of 2015 NUTA Bulletin.
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ITEM NO. 647 :

APPOINTMENT OF THE AUDITORS :
CONSIDERED AND APPROVED the following

resolution for the appointment of Auditors for the Financial

year ending on 31st March, 2015 namely :-
"C.R.Sagdeo & Co. Chartered Accountant

"Prabha Niwas" Nagpur be appointed as auditor for

the Financial year ending on the 31st March 2015"
Notes : (i) As per Article VII of the Constitution of NUTA

the "General Body shall appoint auditors annually in the
Annual Meeting of the Association."

(ii) The Executive Committee resolved to recommend the
above resolution, (Vide item No. 4 of 2015) which was placed
before the General Body for its approval.

(iii) Dr. B. T. Gawande, Treasurer, on behalf of the Executive
Committee, moved the resolution.

ITEM NO. 648 :
SUBMISSION OF STATEMENTS OFAUDITED
ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR ENDING
ON 31ST MARCH 2014

NOTED the submission of statements of Audited
Accounts of Nagpur University Teachers' Association for
the year ending on 31st March, 2014 to The Deputy Charity
Commissioner Nagpur region, Nagpur by The Secretary
NUTA, Dr. Anil Dhage vide his letter No. NUTA/CC/02/
2014 Dated 22/01/2015.

Notes : (1) Copy of the letter No.NUTA/CC/02/2014, Dated

AT A GBI S AT Foal ~AIAATT F e FSGIalell qeren
I ORI ARIT JAA JEMROT : 9

J2-92 god  9TefehieAT dTddid A, Ied STt J 99
TEUISHT Toled =T U=l 99 209 Y =T
2T g U5 T & a9l oA
AW % & Fa¥ Jeld HHh

9 T 34 I HIUI A -

(27) W. P.NO. 2823 /2014 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY CIVIL APPELLATE
JURISDICTION. WRIT PETITION NO.2823/2014. Arjun
Gangaram Nerkar and others ..Petitioners. VERSUS The State
of Maharashtra and others ..Respondents. CORAM : ANOOP
V. MOHTA & A.S. GADKARI,JJ. 13th OCTOBER 2014.
Judgment circulated on page 44 of 2015 NUTA Bulletin.

(28) W. P. NO. 809 /2015 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY CIVIL APPELLATE
JURISDICTION .WRIT PETITION (ST) NO. 809 / 2015.
Ramakant Prabhakar Joshi & ors. ...Petitioners VERSUS The
State of Maharashtra & ors. ...Respondents . CORAM: SMT.
VASANTIA. NAIK & SHRI C. V. BHADANG, JJ. DATED : 28
JANUARY 2015. Judgment circulated on page 49 of 2015
NUTABulletin.

(29) W. P.NO. 1371/2015 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY CIVIL APPELLATE
JURISDICTION . WRIT PETITION NO.1371/ 2015. Prof.
Deepak Rajaram Yeole & Ors. ... Petitioners VERSUS
University Grants Commission & Os. ... Respondents
CORAM: SMT.VASANTIA. NAIK & SHRI C.V. BHADANG,
JJ. DATE: 10th FEBRUARY, 2015. Judgment circulated on
page 50 of 2015 NUTA Bulletin.

(30) W. P.NO. 5063/ 2014 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR.
WRITPETITION NO. 5063 / 2014. Naresh Rangraoji Yenorkar
VERSUS State of Maharashtra thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.
CORAM : B.P. DHARMADHIKARI & A.P. BHANGALE, JJ.
FEBRUARY 12, 2015. Judgment circulated on page 50 of 2015
NUTA Bulletin.

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 s e

— e e — — — — — — . e e . e, e e

22/01/2015 regarding Submission of Audited Accounts was
circulated on page 22 of 2015 NUTA Bulletin .

(2) Statements of Audited Accounts of Nagpur University
Teachers' Association for the year ending on 31st March, 2014
were approved by the Executive Committee in it's meeting held
on 21st September 2014 vide item No. 27, Agenda on page 31,
Minutes on page 42, Enclosure on pages 37 to 39 of 2014 Ex-
File.

(3) Statements of Audited Accounts of Nagpur University
Teachers' Association for the year ending on 31st March, 2014
were approved by General Body in its meeting held on 19th
October 2014 vide item No. 637. Agenda on page 169, Minutes
on page 177, Enclosures on page 170 & 173 of 2014 NUTA
Bulletin.

(4) After the approvals mentioned at notes 2 &3 above the
Statements of Audited Accounts of Nagpur University Teachers'
Association for the year ending on 31st March, 2014 were
submitted to the Deputy Charity Commissioner, Nagpur region,
Nagpur by the Secretary as mentioned at note 1 above.

(5) Reference of previous submission for information :-

Details of the submission of statements of Audited Accounts
of Nagpur University Teachers' Association for the year ending
on 31st March, 2013 to The Deputy Charity Commissioner Nagpur
region, Nagpur by The Secretary NUTA, Dr. Anil Dhage vide his
letter No. Nil, Dated 02/04/2014

Notes : (1) Copy of the letter No.Nil, Dated 02/04/2014
regarding Submission of Audited Accounts is circulated on
page 98 of 2014 NUTA EX File.

(2) Statements of Audited Accounts of Nagpur University
Teachers' Association for the year ending on 31st March, 2013
were approved by the Executive Committee in it's meeting held

(31) W. P.NO.9687 /2014 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY CIVIL APPELLATE
JURISDICTION. WRIT PETITION NO.9687 / 2014. Shivaji
University Teachers’ Association & Ors....Petitioners VERSUS
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents . CORAM:
SMT. VASANTIA.NAIK & SHRI C.V. BHADANG, JJ. DATE:
24th FEBRUARY, 2015. Judgment circulated on page 51 of
2015 NUTA Bulletin.

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

(32) W.P.NO.1987/2015 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF |

JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY CIVIL APPELLATE |

JURISDICTION WRIT PETITION No. 1987/ 2015. Pratap |

Bapuso Lad ... Petitioner VERSUS The State of Maharashtra, |
through its Principal Secretary & Ors....Respondents.

CORAM : SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK & C.V. BHADANG, JJ. |

DATE : 25th February, 2015. Judgment circulated on page 51 |

of 2015 NUTA Bulletin. |

(33) W. P. NO. 3531/2014 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF |

JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR. |

WRIT PETITION NO. 3531 / 2014. Dr. Anil Mahadeorao |

Shende  VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others |
CORAM : B.R.GAVAI & Mrs. MRIDULA BHATKAR, JJ.

DATED : 4th March, 2015. Judgment circulated on page 52 of |

2015 NUTA Bulletin. |

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

(34) W. P. NO. 383/2015 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 0.0.C.J. WRITPETITION (L)
NO. 383/2015.Prof. Sattendra Vijay Raje & ors....Petitioners
VERSUS University Grants Commission & ors....
Respondents CORAM: MRS. VASANTI A. NAIK & MRS.
MRIDULA BHATKAR, JJ. DATED : 9TH MARCH, 2015.
Judgment circulated on page 52 of 2015 NUTA Bulletin.

(35) W.P.No.2837/2014 :- IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY : NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR.
Writ Petition N0.2837 / 2014. (Dr. Ms. Kaneez Banoo
Quraishi VERSUS The State of Maharashtra, thr its
Secretary,Higher and Technical Education Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai and others . Coram : B.P.
Dharmadhikari & A.P.Bhangale, JJ. Dated : 13th March,
2015. Judgment circulated on page 53 of 2015 NUTA Bulletin.

S —
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on 15th December 2013 vide item No. 44, Agenda on page 113,
Minutes on page 128, Enclosure on pages 102 to 104 of 2013
Ex-File.

(3) Statements of Audited Accounts of Nagpur University
Teachers' Association for the year ending on 31st March, 2013
were approved by General Body in its meeting held on 19th
January 2013 vide item No. 609. Agenda on page 01, Minutes
on page 74, Enclosures on page 02 & 03 of 2014 NUTA Bulletin.

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

Item No.101 Court No.11 Section I1X

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

(Record of proceedings)

Civil Appeal N0.10759/2013

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Appellant(s)
VERSUS ASHA RAMDAS BIDKAR & ORS. Respondent(s)

(With appln.for permission to file addl.documents and
clarifiction of Court’s order and intervention and exemption
from filing OT and impleadment and intervention and
exemption from filing OT and directions and impleadment
and stay and stay and permission to file addl.documents)

WITH C.A. NO. 10760/2013

(With appln.(s) for permission to file additional
documents and Office Report) SLP(C) No. 13598-13599/2014
(wWith appln.(s) for de-tagging and Office Report) SLP(C)
No. 13610-13611/2014 (With Office Report) SLP(C) No.
13616-13617/2014 (With Office Report) SLP(C) No. 13618-
13626/2014 (With Office Report) S.L.P.(C)...CC No. 3391/
2015 (with appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and Office

Report)
DATE : 19/03/2015

These appeals/petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAMAJIT SEN
HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE

FOR APPELLANT (S) CA.NO.10759/13 : Mr. B. H.
Marlapalle, Sr. Adv.* Ms. Asha G. Nair. Mr. Aniruddha P.
Mayee, Adv.* CA.NO.10760/13 Mr. Vinay Navare, Adv.*
Mr. Satyajeet Kumar, Adv.* Mr. Keshav Ranjan, Adv.*
Mr.Gwen K.B., Adv.* Ms. Abha R. Sharma, Adv.* Mr. Suhas
Kadam, Adv.* for M/s Lemax Lawyers & Co., Adv.*
FOR RESPONDENT (S) : Mr. V. Giri, Sr. Adv.* Mr. Amol
Nirmalkumar Suryawanshi, Adv.* Mr. Arjun Harkauli,Adv.*
Mr. Manish Pitale, Adv.*Mr. Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.*
Mr. Nishant Ramakantrao Katneshwarkar, Adv.* Mr. Guru
Krishna Kumar, Sr. Adv.* Mr.Hiren Dasan, Adv.* Mr. C.R.
Sadasivam, Adv.* Mr. Harish Dasan, Adv.* Mr. Avinash
Singh, Adv.* Mrs Sarla Chandra, Adv.* Mr. Uday B.
Dube,Adv.* Mr. Satyajit A. Desai, Adv.* Mar. Akash
Kakade, Adv.* Ms. Anagha S. Desai, Adv.* Mr.
Venkateswara Rao Anumolu, Adv.* Mr. R.P. Bhat, Sr. Adv.*
Dr. R. R. Deshpande, Adv.* Mr. Yuvraj Gaikwad, Adv.*
Ms.Smitakshi Talukdar, Adv.* Mr. Shivaji M. Jadhav, Adv.*
Mr. Manoj R. Sinha, Adv.* Mr. T. Mahipal, Adv.* Mr. A.
Radhakrishan, Adv.* Mr. Shashibhushan P. Adgaonkar,
Adv.*

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

Applications for impleadment/interventions are
allowed.

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

Mr. B.H. Marlapalle learned Senior Counsel appearing |
for the Appellants has concluded his arguments. |

Mr. Vinay Navare learned Counsel appearing for the |
Appellants in C.A.N0.10760 of 2013 commenced his |
arguments and was on his legs till the Court rose for |
the day.

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

I
The matters remained part heard. |
J

\_ (Usha Bhardwaj) AR-CUM-PS  (Saroj Saini) Court Master /

— ———— — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

(4) After the approvals mentioned at notes 2 &3 above the
Statements of Audited Accounts of Nagpur University Teachers'
Association for the year ending on 31st March, 2013 were
submitted to the Deputy Charity Commissioner, Nagpur region,
Nagpur by the Secretary as mentioned at note 1 above.

ITEM NO. 649 :
DEVELOPMENT IN THE SUPREME COURT
REGARDING
NET-SET AFFECTED TEACHERS

(A) CONSIDERED Development in the Supreme
Court regarding Net-Set affected teachers (on 21/01/2015)
in Civil Appeal No(s). 10759/2013 STATE OF
MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Appellant(s) VERSUS ASHA
RAMDAS BIDKAR & ORS. Respondent(s)

(B) 71, Hated IEEEdE geAhHMed i 9 AHan
309 Iell HERTSZ STHATEAT 3T Saaedi-l Tedie STEH STENTGS
HIET GENETEd AT &l HT TaedHay, JEmdie S S §ih
3 Hgart 2094 ISl AT, Hded AEA@Id 99 TEE HEd
AT AT &l TG el S8 . H. Faied FEedE 9Smeid
ITHATEAT 3 Faeed=l qemdis e STATMGgA A el
& T FEGS SIS ST H1&G2 dhefell AT &l J1aTad Hae-dh
HISEAT™ J5 T4 a0 ST q9eiiad 337 SaRid Sudid ST
T T HIUAT ST

(C) aFcR dge-d s qeH W1, &l 2. S9FE ! ava
geEle SHTI HT &l gall -

(9) HERTE UTedTYeh WeTHareAl ~AaTadE Hiahe T qardr
o TIAR, &H 94 HYAT 094 IS SHIEAT T AT,
Johiel YEid Tt U e - (9) Heriard eteget &, u. 41,
MY () HEEET= ad S, ddr gaEmre (3) o a2,
T9mE (¥) o1, . AR, " eEd (W) ‘Jerd oredel =, wa
TgAsl () ‘garer'd o1eded SF. JIId @dis

(R) q2-82 gaa  gTeRAT HeHId A1, Haled @AM 5
ST TEUd &g 19 ARl 094 Il ISHTEATAT
3T IR X RGN U GEEEad FeUs STa STET T
Tl TR SR S Y AUEH hel. HI. Hared @A ol
T SCITI (P25 NB15) @TFIIAT HIT ST ST S
FHIUATT ST HEUs UHeAT G IWE 9 Hedl THE HI0ard STl
STEA qETS TR ST 9 Hehl T HeUaTe 4 T8 R 7L
TE dalell 32 . TG JeU= U Hed HeTarel | 7dH aar
cheteaT HETaT HHTAST HIvaTd ST ST,

(3) 3% 94 HFATT 09 4 TSI TShId AT BRI
TUAH € 9d §8 JaRTd ddd. Tae-ath EaareT Sl arsuTE
STRTEET TR HIUATT ST, A9ad ATl TRIGSATAT STERTER
a2 4 7. AV, TR, TST 976  SX. Al JErarean I Fae-e
A TG HEATAT JFATaTerdl THET daT el ATade! STHTEr
g o, Y. . 9@, WL S udier Igdelt A ofs. ot dI
9IS AT AEdH 19T AT UT8Y Fa=Iaul qam thal. Ze3-easd
Td AT AHETET AT ST Hid FHaT 3 aH HI0aTd ST,
SolTeerd AT, Hdied =i SToTaed] o el & 5y
Y Z2THeaE TS auaTd 3T

(¥) & 93 AT 094 ISl TATAAT da- TS
A A AHE el el B 9 Za¥ ANUAERl Ja¥ Hay, 74t
Tl T BTG BIIEhAT ST 37 Tl R JTeaTdes Hererean
A HUATT A Bd 9% A 094 et AIFUCTO =
e wEsmrr (NEC) 9 9o &fdl. a1 &9 gadTeal goeitedn
TS HERTZIA I T4 T2ISHIGER |, Haied =i
ST 37 el Il hell. g9 93 A 094 ol
q1. Hdied EEardie oF gaddr 2. eyl ARl g dared
ATl STeTd &1 Il AT, 31 Taear deil o1, &1, 21, 39T,
g STeel 1. 9TRIT @dis, Jereidh TR MTeaTdds UT. el
TG 2 B9 Bl

(v) /@ TI9lt =S & 93 HIE 094 ISl ATHEG
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TERTSE UTeATIeh HERTeTe of Seedl 378, & 10 AT hiaeadi
ST STeledT dobt & aal e, a1 aereT det (9) ur. dt. 31,
g9, () ‘=T STeHeT 1. TR g (3) WT. 2. 9Y
RIS (%) AT, STFRTE @die F 9. 9197 age & &ai &ld.

3gdE HeT TEETd ST Agil Ja-TaTade 1. YR Seuiere
TUHTEE YT Tated =ETedTd g5 ST Mg ad Surerd
ST TERTEE I STYEG STeATsh HeTerd "ol 92 ad 7. i,
OY. UTobehy 9@ ITdel Surerd &id.

(g) ofs. & A FicAslt SAeedr Ta9ed 93 A1 094
TSI AEHGT STTIHIY HERTE ATEATIe HelqHr=al Jdi- aEd
o aeen “1. A. No. 7 of 2014 In Civil Appeal No.
10759 of 2013 (In the Matter of :- State of Maharashtra &
ors.....Appellants vs Smt. Asha Ramdas Bidkar &
ors.....Respondents)” ame “ Additional Affidavit on behalf
of the applicant in support of the Application for
Impleadment” #7. Haled =IE@AT 9% A 2094 TSI IS
FHI STE HIIAT ST e . ATIIRER &1 9% A 094 IS0
HeEes=n adi “ Application for permission to file the
Additional Affidavit.” =T A1, Tdied =ATATTATT STE HIUIT
ST 3TR . FERTSE ATEATId HETHare adi- S HIvard ST
T 31 T o F AT 7 RTe5 9 T T8T S e HeTEer
SRTESATAR e AiEvad STl STed. Herarel adi- d1ey
el g5 STSEET UFHUT 93 HETS SASclell fcll. ST a7 37 d e
T TEOSEET 93 o 9 S9N 3T d Wad Hew@yul { e ATl

SAEUAT ST STed.

(9) TFEAR, &% 94 ARl 09y ISl ATl HETHErAT
AT BRI T AT STRTET e ShiTe SRae hHaarl
HHEET STRTEST Af9ad HuaMEA ¥ AT, Jdied =aedrd 9%
T 2094 T “ Additional Affidavit on behalf of the applicant
in support of the Application for Impleadment” grge 259dd
TERTErAT  ASHIIET 6 U USd ST, Sfdl &ie 9% °d
094 IS 7T, Faled ATTATH BT GATGUT debl. A=l
TERTETA 3¢ HedM-aad e eTedel 31, JaioT Tgaeft @ uqmt
TTeATes 2. THYT HiF<aHh € Hdied EeaTdrd gATaoiear det

Y UG T 79T S SR

Notes : (1) Record of proceedings on 21/01/2015 in the
Supreme Court were circulated on Page 25 of 2015 NUTA

Bulletin.

(R) 71, TETeg =TFITAIT G §F 29 AT
2094 IS ITIMEATAT S il FETHNS STFaTT SHAFHZT
FIE GErTarET A& AT TaedHEaT ST @ e 3 Bgant 2094
71T A1, Telfed FETEId ST SR BT ~rarEdsE] A7 &dl AT
&l STTE. FTEGYIT 1. Fered FETIRTER TSl adiT HISTaar
TETET F FREATET FHIEST Gaecl] aaIficdrs 39T &9 ;| G "I
g% 9¢ @ ¢ (2015-EX ) a7 g9d &vvard Sfiel &lar. ar ofar a1
AT Ted (955 ¥% ) FGA HIUGNT STl HIE.

aver pHIdb %o :
Ac-He Jada reibir drddia
BRI PrRars

J2-9T g TSl HeHid  FEUISTeT fdhal HeaTeehie
TR |7 3= ATaTed] ORI SHAasTaoi arad &fd ol
I ST HIRATE ATaTad TeRTSE UTeATIdh HeTqare STedel o
T I USIAR ST THS BRATE BT 919 JarTd

HUAT STl

Note:- F2-d2 g7 TN G4l TS [FHaT AEdaraasr=T
TIIEY T, 3T ATl Aol SHaaavit Jiad gid Faddl/
gld orcicl wRaTs FIEEd HERTSE HTedTqd: HETAETeT Sfeqel d
Faard gF 9 BgART 094 AAG TF S 3 a7 TG FIUGNT
ST STTE.

agwT HHIDB £99 :
Ac-dc gada ereipien aiddla AeEdicid
3rRTad! @ AeTyR. aErdic AiHl
dalcll prarg

U o QTeIehIeAT A1adid W, 3o < d Hared AT
AR FEHEs FEREA d ANYY F@de Il weddr 9ol
T heldll HRATS TR ST ATl

Note:- Fz-d2 gy =T a@did 41, 3eq =rFad d daied
RITITET AU GEEAAE SHIEA g AT FETAS AT
FIET o (@ BRarE) g2 gadiTer g HHE 3¢ g 39 a7
TG e &,

auT BHIB §92 :

HT. 3T <=ATRIICTITRIT ARl 3ideidoiranit
Bl THGITdEeT JCTeT 37eqaii<l

g A& adil AT, 3T T80T

AaHdIeTbiT acier

Tdad

q. I AEE@ATA] AR @SURH  ded AU
STV Bl HeITgEe Tue-d STede UT. 1. Jdior Tgdasht
T 99 1. AR A 1 97, Feadred FHEdr a9, ST
AT &6 R U 094 el Fod Fded I o ggefr Al
HerdIad STTEdl a9, STl AT |, Faredh I 1677
T U7 Faiel I3 TERTd SUard ST,

Note :- 77, 3z AT ATYT @SHISIT Ty Torard]
SHAIAEU Eld TR daeTd o7eqE 1. 3. FEer g a
TET g G1. T2 qIY i1 d1. TEaars SEREdr YT, STHTEd]
AT &I R AT 2094 TS §Ad TdeT g I G 7T, GETEIAE
ST TN, TR JI+T AT, delcid I= 91T F1T IS aclcd
U S U3 FHIE 9 T U3 FHIF 9% a7 FGA BN ST
&Id. ST & 4T AT U 4< 7 4% a7 FFd HIUANT S ITE.

avwT HHIB £93 :
Ac-dc Fad erefdiwT aradid AL 3T =ATATT=TRIT
T aer wisdleil aelcar = avfaidt
a~et gt

(A) F2-82 g 9TeThi=T aradid JT. e AT
T 99 GSUIGHT Soiedl = AUl TH-a1 Al Hig Suard Sel.

(B) @8I Gdl 9T 91d AR He-HS Had  TeTdhiean
I AT, Sod ATl d 99 @SUSHl goedT w9 o
33 TWIA A AU G G A, o T AU qEAT 6
TAT I FIE F TFA Taed Efdid o AUEgS] aa=ar e
AT I HIE 3 ST,

Note :- F2-H2 qgFd 1&&IAT FEdId A1, 3ed ZETIrl
T @IS FAer = v a7 qat a9 3094 @l g2l
AT G HHE 26 7 TG HIVANT ST &l

Iy pHIPB £98 :
STOTHRERT :

TeTEAT Tl TS 4 Tedl STIced] deqa e TRl STTEr
FEATIre T 3Tef TSl degd HI0ATd Sfell e, & "
FETAHE Fig quad A S, 3T STeAAHT AR bl

ageg BHIb £y :
3ITHTE

AN TR AR : BERR] ASereal ddi STeetil
el JEeaTd UTErd F T Ad MY ¥ UTeATdd, Seel Jer
ST, 99 9 HEH, TAT & YT J9E HIVATATST Sl
U YSAEEA S eed] Hehiiasd oA 79:qdd SR A
9Tt Hd UM Hed YR AN |41 G99l 38 STeetl
ARR .

=1/ . @ . wEsh
aeTe]

=T | 2. AT &
g

*kkhkk
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Heqd : Qb

A, Jared ~ATAI T FSTAISIA ASLRTRIATT ST eaeri=il FemUls STale
SI19TBg T Idateil # gdl d el STgale SN JqR
betall A gdl ASTeld HeCAdth ASTIIT He
THT I 3eled] AURNAGR SR

(9) 282 gad  YTeTehi=AT HEHTd 9T, Haied Fa@aed 5
ST U & 9 AMARI 094 Il ISHITEATAT
3 gaFAT TR RGAT & FEEEd Femdie STaM SRR T
ST TR 372 T8 U AU el 3118, AT, Hdied FaTedreat &
Zasfiea TeaTdie (P25 NB15) @RYRAT HIT JElasHT -

"Learned Senior Counsel appearing for the State of Maharashtra

submits that clarification and elucidation on the following five
issues is required by the UGC:

(1) Whether the exemption in acquiring NET/SET
qualifications granted by the UGC in October/November 2008,
was withdrawn by it, after the Government of India- HRD
disapproved the same?

— —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

INTHE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVILAPPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRITPETITION (ST) NO. 809 OF 2015

Ramakant Prabhakar Joshi & ors. ... Petitioners VERSUS The

State of Maharashtra & ors. ... Respondents Mr.Nilesh Wable with
Mr.S.B.Wakhare for the petitioners. Mr.D.B Khaire, Addl. Govt.
Pleader for the respondent Nos.1 to 3.

CORAM: SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK &
SHRI C. V. BHADANG, JJ.
DATED : 28 JANUARY 2015

P.C.:- Heard.

[ |
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
: The learned counsel for the parties state that the :

issue involved in this case is also involved in several writ
| petitions that are pending in this Court. Itis stated that the |
| issue involved in this case was also involved in Writ Petition |
| No0.11477 of 2010 and the Aurangabad Bench of this Court |
| had granted the benefit of the Career Advancement Scheme |

to the petitioners therein. It is stated that the said judgment
| is challenged before the Hon’ble Supreme Court by the |
| State Government and the Hon’ble Supreme Court has |
| passed an interim order in the said petition. It is stated that |
| the Hon’ble Supreme Court has directed the State |

Government to grant the benefit of the Career
| Advancement Scheme only for the purpose of pay |
| scale to those teachers who have not passed the NET/SET |
| Examination but have completed six years of service ason |
| the date of issuance of the notification dated 4 November |

2008. The learned counsel seek similar order in this case
| also. |
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
( |

Hence, Rule. Rule made returnable early.

The respondents aredirected to grantthe benefit
of the Career Advancement Scheme only for the purpose
of pay scale to those petitioners who have not passed the
NET/SET examination but who have completed six years of
service as on the date of issuance of the notification dated
4 November 2008.

The State Government is directed to pay the amount
due and payable to the eligible petitioners within a period
of six months.

Mr.Dinesh Khaire, learned Additional Government
Pleader waives service of notice of hearing on behalf of the
respondent Nos.1 to 3.

«  (C.V.BHADANGJ) (VASANTIA.NAIK,J)

—_————— ——— — — — — — — — — — — —

(2) If it was not withdrawn, whether it would operate
prospectively?

(3) Whether the said exemption granted in 2011, has been
objected to or approved by the Government of India, at any time
thereafter?

(4) If the said exemption has not been recalled, whether it
operates prospectively?

(5) When the CAS announced from 1991 onwards specifically
states, as one of the conditions of eligibility that the lecturer must
have the prescribed qualifications namely PG degree with 55%
marks plus Ph.D or M.Phill or NET/SET, whether the NET/SET
exempted teachers who do not hold a Ph.D or M.Phil Degree, will
be entitled for the CAS benefit and if yes, from what date?"

() & AST=areT A TaTdlS e ST Jraradd
ST TEUTUT STEW HTd AT HT. Haied ~ATATd T SIS QST ST
TF% 3 Bgdrl 094 IS SN 39 SIS ST dhel
SEA SURId IRl JEiAl §E AR Ia¥ gdll ofed. JrarEddr
QIO T T2 99 ey -

"11. The point-wise response of UGC for the above said issues
are as below :-

(1) The exemption in October / November 2008 were not
withdrawn by UGC.

(2) The actual date of grant of exemption was to be the date
when exemption was granted by the university to the candidates

concerned who were appointed on regular basis during the period
19.03.1991 till 03.04.2000

(3) In November 2011 the UGC has neither granted nor
withdrawn any exemption in respect of NET after Oct/Nov 2008
therefore the question of withdrawal of exemption does not arise.

(4) The UGC has granted the said exemption for all such
appointments that were made on regular basis by the universities
in the State of Maharashtra in terms of UGC Regulations, 1991 and
subsequent Notification dated 24.12.1998.

(5) Yes, the Career Advancement Scheme was started
from 19th September 1991.

The Regulations states as under:

Good Academic Record with atleast 55% marks or an
equivalent grade at Master's degree level in the relevant subject
from an Indian University or an equivalent degree from foreign
University.

Candidates besides fulfilling the above qualifications should
have cleared the eligibility test for lecturers conducted by UGC,
CSIR or Similar test accredited by the UGC.

The benefit of Career Advancement Scheme can be extended
to the teachers who fulfilled the requirements/conditions/norms
stipulated in aforesaid regulations and issued by UGC from time to
time.

Copies of aforesaid Regulations along with clause 8.0.0 of UGC
Notification, 1998 are annexed.

(3) TaME e AN U &l IR J&iAr off 3 galr
HTed ATETEd ATl el |1 &dl JuaTdl ATa9dendT dred ATel. aer q
OTISAT FEETEd a9 " &dl 9 37 UHUT GTde! JErarad HaarerRel
H7 &l geid JHI0T T8 HUard ad e, -

() "Yes, the Career Advancement Scheme was
started from 19th September 1991." ? FEmde ™
ST QTN O Tg 99 () Felie Sav aigradiar. STemRid
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arét. "Government of India : Ministry of Human Resource
Development : (Department of Education) : NO. F. 1-21/
87-U.1 New Delhi, Dated 22nd July, 1988" a1 &g -t
seem=t CAS 4% 3vdid Sl a dl 9.9.9%¢E a1 aREUHA
@ ATl (P267 NB2001)

() =amds sga™ s+ "University Grants
Commission Bahadurshah Zafar Marg New Delhi-2 *
Guidelines For Career Advancement Of Lecturers In
Universities And Colleges" a1 qaearean qrigeis ga-T 9¢
SHAR 9%¢R IS  GA1 I A 9%%0 el A1 7 el (P270
NB2001) T Hewardl HT G esH=Tor:-

1. Every Lecturer in the Senior Scale of Rs. 3000-5000 will be

eligible for promotion to the post of Lecturer (Selection Grade/
Reader in the scale of pay of Rs. 3700-5700 if he/she has:

(a) completed 8 years of service in the senior scale provided
that the requirement of 8 years will be relaxed if the total service

of the lecturer is not less than 16 years.

(€) TERTZM 9 Hgdrl 9:¢Q =T I8 AUAAR

INTHE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVILAPPELLATEJURISDICTION

WRITPETITION NO.1371 OF 2015

Prof. Deepak Rajaram Yeole & Ors. ... Petitioners VERSUS

University Grants Commission & Os. ... Respondents a/w WRIT
PETITION NO.1378 OF 2015 Dr.Lahanu Govind Retwade & Ors.

. Petitioners VERSUS University Grants Commission & Os. ...
Respondents WRIT PETITION-L-NO.60 OF 2015 (ORIGINAL
SIDE) More Kailas Bhanudas & Ors. ... Petitioners VERSUS
University Grants Commission & Os. ... Respondents

Mr.Chetan Alai for the Petitioners in WP/1371/2015
Mr.Sariputta Sarnath for Petitioners in WP/1378/2015 & WP/60/
2015 Mr.C.P. Yadav, Assistant Government Pleader, for Respondent
Nos.2 to 4 in WP/1378/2015 & WP/60/2015 Mr.M.P. Jadhav,
Assistant Government Pleader, for Resp. Nos.2 to 4 in WP/60/
2015 Mr.Rui Rodrigues for Resp. No.5

CORAM: SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK &
SHRI C.V. BHADANG, JJ.
DATE: 10th FEBRUARY, 2015

! |
I I
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
: P.C.:- Heard. The learned counsel for the parties state :
that the issue involved in these cases stands answered in
| favour of the petitioners herein by the judgment rendered |
| by the Aurangabad Bench of the Bombay High Court. The |
| learned Assistant Government Pleader for the State does |
| not dispute this position but states that the Special |
Leave Petition is filed against the judgment rendered by
| the Aurangabad Bench and the same is pending. The |
| learned counsel for the parties, however, state that the |
| Hon’ble Supreme Court has passed an interim order in the |
| Special Leave Petition and the Aurangabad Bench of this |
Court has, in Writ Petition No. 9470 of 2013, passed an
| order similar to the order passed by the Hon’ble Supreme |
| Court. In view of the aforesaid, we intend to pass a similar |
| order in these cases also. |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
l

Hence, Rule.

The learned Assistant Government Pleaders waive
notice on behalf of the respondent Nos. 2 to 4. Mr.
Rodriques, the learned counsel waives notice on behalf of
respondent Nos.1 and 5. In view of the U.G.C. Notification
/ letter dated 4th November, 2008, though the petitioners
have not passed the NET/SET examination, they would be
entitled to the benefits of the Career Advancement Scheme
only for the purpose of pay scale, if they have completed 6
years of service as on that date. The benefits should be
granted within a period of six months. The parties are at
liberty to move this Court for an early disposal of the Writ
Petitions after the Hon’ble Supreme Court decides the
Special Leave Petition.

(C.V.BHADANG, J.) (VASANTIA.NAIK,J)) |
\ /

CAS fETena siefl. o7 9T 0= 9 3e8e 92 9 93 J84
Jraradd q99fie eed. SF qd A Hdd STeledl Tt 9TeTehTal
(Every Lecturer) & ISt @1 &20aTd 37el. (P241 NB2001)

(A) a1 99 AviETEr 9¥RE 9% F 93 weea™ CAS =
aRgal Hadd afee didh sterdrar (Every Lecturer) @] Sira.
3ihd e Y AT IMAT AU U T2 ¢ Hed Yeiel Tl aids
e -

9.....The detailed scheme for conducting the test including
its design, the agencies to be employed in the conduct of the
text, content, administration etc. will be worked out by the
University Grants Commission keeping in view the
requirement of the media of instruction followed by the.
different Universities and Colleges and other relevant
considerations. For purposes of recruitment to the post of
Lecturer/Librarian/Director/Instructor or of Physical
Education in Colleges and Principals of Colleges, the composition

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH :NAGPUR

WRITPETITION NO. 5063 OF 2014

(Naresh Rangraoji Yenorkar VERSUS State of Maharashtra
thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT PETITION NO. 5064
OF 2014 (Anil Dewaji Gaikwad VERSUS State of Maharashtra
thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT PETITION NO. 5065
OF 2014 (Dr. Mrs. Shubha A. Ghadge vs. State of Maharashtra thr.
Principal Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT PETITION NO. 5066 OF
2014 (Anandrao Ratiram Ramteke VERSUS State of Maharashtra
thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT PETITION NO. 5067
OF 2014 (Bikashchandra Mukunda Roy VERSUS State of
Mabharashtra thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT PETITION
NO. 5068 OF 2014 (Dr. Baburao Dharamdas Gharde VERSUS
State of Maharashtra thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT
PETITION NO. 5069 OF 2014 (Rajendra Yeshwantrao Deshmukh
VERSUS State of Maharashtra thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.)
with WRIT PETITION NO. 5070 OF 2014 (Ramesh R. Kohad
VERSUS State of Maharashtra thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.)
with WRIT PETITION NO. 5071 OF 2014 (Dr. Balkrishna
Baliram Parshuramkar VERSUS State of Maharashtra thr. Principal
Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT PETITION NO. 5072 OF 2014
(Prithviraj Jaisingh Khinchi VERSUS State of Maharashtra thr.
Principal Secretary & Ors.) with WRIT PETITION NO. 5073 OF
2014 (Pradeep Ramchandrarao Bhanse VERSUS State of
Mabharashtra thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.) and WRIT PETITION
NO. 5074 OF 2014 (Satish Wamanrao Kharwade VERSUS State
of Maharashtra thr. Principal Secretary & Ors.)

[ )
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| CORAM : B.P. DHARMADHIKARI |
| & A.P.BHANGALE, JJ. |
| FEBRUARY 12, 2015. |
| Heard Shri A.l. Sheikh, learned counsel for the |
| petitioners, S/Shri Rode, Kankale and Adgokar, learned |
| AGPs for the Respondents — State Government authorities, |
| Shri Kulkarni, learned counsel for Gondwana University, |
| Shri Patil, Shri Mokadam, Shri Ghurde and Shri Thakare, |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| J

learned counsel for Nagpur University, in respective writ
petitions.

It is not in dispute that identical matters have been
admitted by this Court.

In view of the orders dated 07.11.2014 in Writ Petition
Nos. 2216 of 2014 and 1122 of 2014, to which one of us
(B.P. Dharmadhikari, J.) is a party, Rule in all matters.

Hearing expedited.

Respective counsel waive notice on behalf of the
respondents — Universities and the learned AGPs
waive notice on behalf of Government authorities.

In the light of interim orders passed by the Hon’ble
Apex Court, we also pass the similar orders as interim orders.

Following the UGC Notification/ Letter dated 04.11.2008,
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 purposes of
pay-scales. The said exercise be completed within a period
of six months. The same shall be subject to further orders
in the matters.

 JUDGE JUDGE
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of the Selection Committee has already been laid down in Appendix
accompanying Government Resolution, Education and Youth
Services Department No. USG. 1177/129387/XXXII (Cell), dated
25th October, 1977. The same procedure should continue to be
in operation till it is suitably replaced by the comprehensive
test to be prescribed by the University Grants Commission.In
order to enable all the members of the Selection Committee to
attend the meeting a minimum notice of fifteen days from the date

of issue ofletter is necessary.

(B) o1 ome TAufaTen uiwE 33 A Y| UHl a¥de

— —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

INTHE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVILAPPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRITPETITION NO.9687 OF 2014
Shivaji University Teachers’ Association & Ors..
VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents Mr.C.G.
Gavnekar for the Petitioners Mr.Vikas Mali, Assistant Government
Pleader, for Respondent Nos.1, 2 & 3

..Petitioners

CORAM: SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK
& SHRI C.V. BHADANG, JJ.

DATE: 24th FEBRUARY, 2015

)

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

P.C.: Not on Board. Taken on board, at the request of |

the learned Counsel for the petitioners. There is a misjoinder |

of parties and the cause of action, inasmuch as the |

petitioners, who are 475 in number and working in two |
different universities, have filed a single petition. It would

be difficult for the Universities to find out which of |

the petitioners are working in their university andto |

consider granting benefits to them. The learned Counsel |

for the petitioners states that the petitioners would restrict |
this petition only to the petitioners working in the Shivaji

University and the petitioners working in Solapur University |

would file a separate petition. The request made on |

behalf of the petitioners is granted. ~The necessary |

amendments should be carried out forthwith. Liberty is |
granted to file a fresh petition for the petitioners working in

Solapur University. The amendments to be carried out |

forthwith. The writ petition, therefore, stands withdrawn |

insofar as it pertains to the petitioners working in the |

Solapur University. |

Heard. |

The learned counsel for the parties state that the issue |

involved in this case stands answered in favour of

the petitioners herein by the judgment rendered by the |

Aurangabad Bench of |

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

J

the Bombay High Court. The learned Assistant
Government Pleader for the State does not dispute this
position but states that the Special Leave Petition is
filed against the judgment rendered by the Aurangabad
Bench and the same is pending. The learned counsel for
the parties, however, state that the Hon’ble Supreme Court
has passed an interim order in the Special Leave Petition
and the Aurangabad Bench of this Court has, in Writ
Petition No. 9470 of 2013, passed an order similar to the
order passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court.In view of the
aforesaid, we intend to pass a similar order in this case
also.

Hence, Rule.

The learned Assistant Government Pleader waives
notice on behalf of the respondent Nos. 1 to 3. In view of
the U.G.C. Notification / letter dated 4th November, 2008,
though the petitioners have not passed the NET/SET
examination, they would be entitled to the benefits of the
Career Advancement Scheme only for the purpose of pay
scale, if they have completed 6 years of service as on that
date. The benefits should be granted within a period of six
months. This order would be subject to the decision in the
Special Leave Petition.The parties are at liberty to move
this Court for an early disposal of the Writ Petition after
the Hon’ble Supreme Court decides the Special Leave
Petition.

(CV.BHADANG J)  (VASANTIA.NAIK,J)

/,____________________________________________________—

“32. The Universities should be requested to initiate
action to frame suitable statutes under the relevant provisions
of the respective Universities Acts,1974, and take
immediately all appropriate steps which may be required to
implement this package scheme and scheme of revision of
pay scales for the maintenance of standards in Higher
Education.” (P244 NB2001) HeRTZIAId HIVTCATEl JEdleTd a4
2000 Ui HH HeZ TR W & &l aegedl e,

() #9 9°%9 T IPWYH &Tid 9% LAY 99 =T
g (F-1-11/87 CPP) gamdis S1e™ &M= 77 Ad .
T TGAIH T “ FENIISTHI AT T T T AH & HIa”
TN T TR SIS STENTH dhall &I,

(¢) FeUcdl Bl FeRTEMed 89 000 AT oAMIdd
AN qe&dl ol ST gob STell 37 deenlalid AT, 3 Tefoma =t
gollT g%d gIeid Il dYY I9ed g 3 ST 009 TSH
9 &el Bid. (P307 NB2001) TEMY TGl & daodl o 9
T qded A1, I AEEAEHRIE $HE 1 GehiFe T8ud U

STSUATT 3T TR

(*) TS e AN &g e ST 97, 3= FRearaqiy
gasmas (In W.P. No. 10149 of 2010 at Aurangabad) srae

INTHE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVILAPPELLATE JURISDICTION
W. P. No. 1987 OF 2015

Pratap Bapuso Lad ... Petitioner VERSUS The State of
Maharashtra, through its Principal Secretary & Ors. ... Respondents
WRIT PETITION No. 1988 OF 2015 Rajendra Karbharl Patil &
Ors. ... Petitioners VERSUSThe State of Maharashtra, through its
PrinC|paI Secretary & Ors. ... Respondents WRIT PETITION No.
1989 OF 2015 Pandurang Jagannath Rupnar & Anr. ... Petitioners
VERSUS The State of Maharashtra, through its Pr|n0|pal Secretary
& Ors. ... Respondents Mr. Yashodeep Deshmukh i/b. MR. R.A.
Shelke, Advocate for the petitioners in all the Writ Petitions. Mr.
C.P. Yadav, AGP for the State in the all the Writ Petitions. Mr. R.A.
Rodriques, Advocate for respondent no. 4/U.G.C.

CORAM : SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK &
C.V. BHADANG, JJ.

DATE : 25th February, 2015.

)

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

P.C.:- Heard. The learned counsel for the parties state |

that the issue involved in these cases stands answered in |

favour of the petitioners herein by the judgment rendered |

by the Aurangabad Bench of the Bombay High Court. The |

learned Assistant Government Pleader for the State does |
not dispute this position but states that the Special Leave

Petition is filed against the judgment rendered by the |

Aurangabad Bench and the same is pending. The learned |

counsel for the parties, however, state that the Hon’ble |

Supreme Court has passed an interim order in the Special |

Leave Petition and the Aurangabad Bench of this Court |
has, in Writ Petition No. 9470 of 2013, passed an order

similar to the order passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court. |

In view of the aforesaid, we intend to pass a similar order in |

these cases also. |

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

J

Hence, Rule.

The learned Assistant Government Pleader waives
notice on behalf of the respondent nos. 1 to 3. The learned
counsel Mr. Rodriques waives notice on behalf of the
respondent no. 4. In view of the UGC Notification /letter
dated 4th November, 2008, though the petitioners have not
passed the NET/SET examination, they would be entitled to
the benefits of career advancement scheme only for the
purpose of pay scale, if they have completed 6 years of the
service as on that date, within a period of six months. The
interim order would be subject to the result of the Special
Leave Petition. The parties are at liberty to move this Court
for an early disposal of the Writ Petitions after the Hon’ble
Supreme Court decides the Special Leave Petition.

(C.V.BHADANG, J.) (VASANTIA.NAIK, J.)

/,____________________________________________
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HE TR halall . W, Iod A &b 99 AR
3093 TSN AT AV 9 T8E Q Hed Yelid TETd ol Ieaid
3 - “It emerges from the affidavit in reply filed by UGC
that its regulations of 1991 were not implemented by Gov-
ernment of Maharashtra providing for eligibility tests by
UGC or tests accredited by UGC ” (P234 NB2013)

(90) HERTZ WA HeTHd U d A4t 9 71, &7 J 94,
T T 99, 3ed 9 9F ST 9 HaTad, Sed 180T Al A6, 6,
(=g g o= orequn) oft. AT A A A & & ST,

SIS STERTE ST, AMEEd Jeiie STEH SR S0RT 3 a9
TR TEEd JEUS ST STEhS TH-<ag HIIaTars! I
T 37 YT F UHEEI G149 U d el Jiel Ueh | Aol GTSYRIATars!
T . ATETEd 3% BIAATE! A US & 39 I, R00%
T ¥ SAWZ, 008 AT YA T IEE (3) AL THE SHedTIHT]
HIUITT T5cT. qAT Y, STIMHBIT I TEISH AT T o TLIT hioTarer =1
T Ta T SIS "R ATEr” (P121 NB2009)

(99) “W1. Jeaw A=AES 3. R H 093 Il THEF Aq
ST HISATHAT AW dodid wEgd’ a1 AUwEE Hrgd

00% ISl AT ST T agardied J TeE 4 GEldqH T -

“(v) TEMUIS TG SN dalde! haledl dgal 9 Al
S A, §ag A1 el 1 gehiied (Y a1 99T %, -
uo33/009, . U3V4/009, . ¥EE/R00E) JBIdel U
el AEIMIAR, F2/de AEaWYH T2 W™ 9 a9 qal
FHIEA T 2RV T, AEEae FGdael 3 9FR - Temdie

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT

BOMBAY NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR

WRITPETITION NO. 3531/2014
(Dr. Anil Mahadeorao Shende VERSUS The State of
Maharashtra & others) AND

)

|

|

|

|

|

(2) WRIT PETITION NO. 806/2015 (Dr.Kamlakar s/ |

oKeshao Askar VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) |

AND (3) WRIT PETITION NO. 3532/2014 (Bharat Motiram |
Rathod VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (4)

WRIT PETITION NO. 3533/2014 (Dr. (Mrs) Kalpana Vasant Jadhav |

VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (5) WRIT |

PETITION NO. 3534/2014 (Dr. Sanjay Digambar Palwekar |
VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (6) WRIT

PETITION NO. 3536/2014 (Rameshchandra Fulchand Agrawal |

VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (7) WRIT |
PETITION NO. 3537/2014 (Dilip Dajiba Chaudhari  VERSUS

The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (8) WRIT PETITION |

NO. 3538/2014 (RajkumarKisanrao Bhagat VERSUS The State of |
Maharashtra & others) AND (9) WRIT PETITION NO. 3539/

2014 (Sanjay Ramdas Pakhmode VERSUS The State of |

Maharashtra & others) AND (10) WRIT PETITION NO. 3540/ |
2014 (Dr. Chhaya P.Patle VERSUS The State of Maharashtra &

others) AND (11) WRIT PETITION NO. 3541/2014 (Asha nattuji |

Katekhaye VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) AND |
(12) WRIT PETITION NO. 3542/2014 (Ramesh Ramchandra

Halami VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (13) |

WRIT PETITION NO. 3543/2014 (VilasKashinathji Ghaturle |
VERSUS The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (14) WRIT

PETITION NO. 3544/2014 (Dr. Vilas Tulshiram Gajbhiye VERSUS |

The State of Maharashtra & others) AND (15) WRIT PETITION |
NO. 3545/2014 (Dr.Manisha Krishnarao Deshpande VERSUS

The State of Maharashtra & others) |

*k* |

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

J

Mr. A.l.Sheikh, Adv. for petitioner/s (Mr. V. G. Bhamburkar,
Adv. for petitioner in W.P.806/2015). S/Shri / Smt.D.P.Thakre,
Kalyani Deshpande, Mrs.N.P.Mehta, A.D.Sonak, H.D.Dubey, MK
Pathan, A M Deshpande, Rashi Deshpande & S.S.Doiphode, AGPs
for State of Maharashtra. S/Shri Purushottam Patil* S.S.Ghate*
Surendra  Kumar Mishra* Sudhir Mishra* A.P.Thakre* B.D.Ingle*
H.M. Nbobde* S.J.Khandalkar* Jayant Mokadam* R.D.Khade*
B.G.Kulkarni* A.D.Bhate* R.S.Dhore* Atul Pande* Arun S.
Agrawal* S.G. Somani* J.R.Kidilay for respective respondents.

*k*

CORAM:
B.R.GAVAI & Mrs. MRIDULABHATKAR, JJ.

DATED : 4th March, 2015.

In view of the orders passed in identical matters and
interim orders passed by the Hon’ble Apex Court issue,
Rule. By way of interim order, it is directed that those
teachers who have not passed NET/SET examination, but
who have been appointed between September 1991 to 3rd
of April,2000 and have completed six years’; service as on
4th November, 2008 would be entitled to the benefit of career
advancement scheme only for the purpose of pay scales.
The said exercise shall be done within a period of six
months from today. The same shall be subject to the final
outcome of these petitions.Respective counsel waive
service.

Tl STEASTAT I AT a9 &k % B 093 TeieAn
TehT T UTS el . AT JEHseT STeeiaaell ATeedT a1 ol
T 7. T Q1A T, /Y. I 90T TR, I avne
T | 99, 37 9 o 0 THNIE T F 99 9 Fae-d 98T 9
IUTET 21, 3T T I7 HIEgd THE STE F Ay T 9ehid
e AUl qUaaRYol I HEGAd e HIUA S

e

(A) o1 BT HTBedd SThT dhel a A FETIS
S STANT &1 A99T ofed, a1 diddid “§. 9% Teay,
9%%9 O 3 TUW 000 Il HAMELA TR A2-He AR
He9id JEmUIe ST AN §. 9§/0¢/R099, R§/0<¢/099
T T 9u/03/R09R T UAEY Fodl Aol JERTT B HEY
STEATIHTEAT Tl A=l SHIBEA He JEISH AT SR
29T T HARA.” 3T T2 I 372 . (P92 NB2012)

INTHE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

WRITPETITION (L) NO. 383 OF 2015

Prof. Sattendra Vijay Raje & ors. ... Petitioners VERSUS University
Grants Commission & ors. ... Respondents Mr.S.P. Sarnath for the
petitioners.Mr.M.D. Naik, A.GP. for the State — Resp. Nos.3 and 4.

CORAM: MRS. VASANTI A. NAIK &
MRS. MRIDULA BHATKAR, JJ.
DATED : 9TH MARCH, 2015

P.C.:- Heard.

[

| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
: :
| |
| |
| |
| The learned counsel for the petitioners states that the |
| issue involved in this case was also involved in Writ Petition |
| No.8316 of 2013 decided by the Division of the Aurangabad |

Bench of this High Court, by the judgment dated 12th

| December, 2013. It is stated that though the State |
| Government has filed a Special Leave Petition against the |
| Bending, the Hon'ble Supreme Court has directed the
| Eesponc?énts to grant the ber?efit of the Career Advancement |
| Scheme to those petitioners who have not passed their |
| NET/SET examination but have completed six years of |
| service on the date of Government Notification dated 4th |
| November, 2008, only for the purpose of pay scales. |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
{ |

In view of the aforesaid, we direct the respondents to
grant the benefit of the Career Advancement Scheme only
for the purpose of pay scale to those petitioners who have
completed six years of service as on 4th November, 2008,
but who have not passed their NET/SET examination,
during the pendency of the writ petition. The said order
would however be subject to the result of the Special Leave
Petition. The procedure should be completed by the State
Government within a period of six months. In view of similar
orders passed in identical matters, we issue Rule in this
petition also.

Hence, Rule. Rule made returnable early. To be heard
along with connected writ petitions.

The learned Assistant Government Pleader Mr.M.D.
Naik waives notice on behalf of the respondent Nos.3 and
4.

The parties are at liberty to move this Court after the
decision in the Special Leave Petition.

(MRIDULABHATKAR, J.) (VASANTIA.NAIK, J.) J
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(B) uaean a1 Al A1 HEddd g dhedHar q1. JEIHEE

G THT Sl FHE HT0ATT Sl SATed. o Geid THI -
“HET a1 39T Wigd HEaE 3.

(C) a1 HEIFATT "eHSATEd BT TATAT HRATZATT .
A=A Soldl AU Jeld &1 Aleas Huard Sl 3Te -

“TTSATOT ST dTcehles O A1 A heTd. U dleaeiaie
ST Tl SRS IIATHTI TEHAT e EvarT 3 9+
T YA T 90 TG S Tel SRATd 33, Jraraas
I AU T O ACAAR 36 STEAYRHT &9k 99/9%/933%
T 7. 93/0¢/R00] TS AMEA AVTAA RS TARTE S
AT I A T e ATH HIvATT I,

(D) 1. grav=iear SUMRdid &  H Al “¥eT 9|
T @ipd FEAAD ... ANMT & A ARSI @@l
TEHA H&- GUITEE! d5Hid S¥d.” T 3o ST T
© H 093 IUsH UH U Uregd “SMEedd o AMNG G

period w.e.f. 19.9.1991 to 03.04.2000. (P93 NB2012)

Further, it may also be mentioned that UGC, all along,
has been maintaining the aforesaid position.”

(E) AeRTeE uredTqer HETEaTeAl STega T gt 94 H 209
TSI T O (P 93 of NB 2012) @EH S=d 110 FUNTH ETdis
STIET TN &1 U™ s Il 9 Y& AT I HeRTeg ST
T g Yeid TR e ael. -

“ FETIIE FIEH AT == R T T8 Hearar g.
9%.%.9%3%9 d 3.¥.2000 I HIAEUAIA TR 4 HS FATIHA
FHATHIOT T AT I A AN AT T AT 0=
JhaTH! HeHid AR S, 2092 FER Wbd H THeo TREY AU
U AEA T AR SAE9TH o ST T 7 HI0AT AAIeA.”

(9) WI. 495 I=d FEITAT AMTYE EUBHHR J7 3090
=T T TRT hHIh ¥R 0% Wl IUIMEATAT Idi- &-ich % A/
3099 TS Yo UTWE Tk 9IS STEA HIUATT ST 2.

HIOIE” FEUG STET STENTE avdl dhatl. Jemdie STaM
STEANTH A1 99 dEsdEd 99 ° 2093 el oaR arg adt (F.1-
3/2011 (PS) Exemp.) T HeRTZ JEATET Jeiel THI0T hep e -

“The factual position on the subject is given as under :-
The actual date of grant of exemption shall be the date
when exemption was granted by the universities to the
candidates concerned appointed on regular basis during the

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY :
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR.
WRIT PETITION NO.2837 OF 2014

(Dr. Ms. Kaneez Banoo Quraishi VERSUS The State of
Maharashtra, thr its Secretary,Higher and Technical Education
Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai and others) With Writ Petition
No0.2838 of 2014. (Sidharth Nandeshwar VERSUS The State of
Maharashtra, thr its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education
Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai and others) With Writ Petition
No0.2839 of 2014. (Tanaji Morey VERSUS The State of
Maharashtra, thr its Secretary, Higher and Technical Education
Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai and others) Shri A.l. Sheikh,
Advocate for petitioner. AGP for resp.nos. 1, 3 and 4.

Coram : B.P. Dharmadhikari &
A.P. Bhangale, JJ.
Dated : 13th March, 2015.

)

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

Heard Advocate Shri A.l. Sheikh for the petitioner, Shri :
C.N. Adgokar, AGP for respondents nos. 1, 3, 4, Advocate

Shri Khubalkar, for respondent no.5 and Advocate Shri |

B.G. Kulkarni, for Gondwana University in other matters. |

Nobody appears for the respective colleges. |

The parties state that the issue is covered by the the |

orders passed by this Court in identical matters i.e. Writ |

Petition N0s.5063 of 2014 and 5064 of 2014 in the light of

the earlier orders of this Court. |

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

Copy of said order is produced before this Court.

In the light of the said order, we pass the same order in
these matters.

Rule.
Hearing expedited.

Respective Counsel waive notice on behalf of the
respondents-Universities and the learned AGPs waive
notice on behalf of Government authorities.

In the light of interim orders passed by the Hon’ble
Apex Court, we also pass the similar orders as interim orders.

Following the UGC Notification/Letter dated 04-11-2008,
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 purposes of
pay-scales.The said exercise be completed within a period
of six months. The same shall be subject to further orders
in the matters.

G S S

JUDGE |
\ J/

HIUTCHT AREURA 2-HS Johl AN &ld Il dRIE SR Jemdie
SIS ST STl %6 dell a¥ AT STefehiT T Afgadrd
Y TR AT T AT . 3TH AN T dser a1 9edd T8
el B1d. d T 9T- Geie Tl - “In the event of supplying the
date of exemption if they obtained from the University
Grants Commission the consequential benefits as per the
Career Advancement Scheme could be granted to the
petitioners” UHsl AR@ ®g o, IGT AT AT JTABT
T Afggdrd (CAS) @Y amaar 99w e 19l 287 31 JT99=Td
qéiel 9T=Td uard el &idl. - "It is for the petitioners to
provide the date of exemption to the State Government re-
garding exemption from not qualitying the NET | SET
Examination. After receipt of the date of exemption from
petitioners the State Government can very well grant
benefits of Career Advancement Scheme to the peti-
tioners” 5T SMEATAT AT MYYUSTT U T8 § T 9o WA It
TSGR HAI I AR, & HANRE 2099 o1 T F&MIS e
AN & R ATl % ol SE.

(23) R0 U 2099 Sl AT AT AT T (4909
of 2010) ST VAT SMEHIT 3 FaaedHl & aN] Aigdr
Il geid 91T g e, -

“Shri Sambre, learned Government Pleader for
respondent nos. 1 to 3, states that though exemption is

— —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

No.CIM/ 39 : : Date 01.04.2015

CORRECTION
in the copy of the Minutes
of the General Body Meeting of NUTA

Copy of the Minutes of the General Body Meeting
of NAGPUR UNIVERSITY TEACHERS' ASSO-
CIATION held at 12.00 noon on Sunday, the 15 th
March, 2015 at Yeshwant Mahavidyalaya, Seloo Dist.
Wardha is circulated in this NUTA Bulletin.

[

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

BT you propose to suggest any correction to the
| Minutes, it may be pointed out to the Secretary (Dr.
| Anil Dhage, Secretary, NUTA, Sankalp Sahaniwas,
| Khare Town, Dharampeth, Nagpur-440 010.) by let-
| ter within 10 days from the date of posting of this
| Bulletin.

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

It will not be possible for the corrections received
after the due date to be included
corrections for consideration.

in the List of

Please send one copy of your letter to Prof. P. B.
Raghuwanshi, President NUTA, Buty Plot, Near
Mahajan Wadi, Rajapeth, Amravati. 444 601.

- Dr. A. W. Dhage, Secretary,/
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granted from clearing NET/SET examination vide
notification dated 5/11/2008 issued by the University Grants
Commission, however, the date of exemption in respect
of passing of NET/SET examination has not been
specifically mentioned in the said notification nor the
petitioners are provided the said date and in absence
thereof, the State Government could not decide the
claims of the petitioners for grant of benefits under
Career Advancement Scheme. It is submitted that if the
said date is made known to the State Government by the
University Grants Commission, the claims of the petitioners
for grant of benefits under the Career Advancement Scheme
can be considered in accordance with law and procedure
applicable in this regard.” (P35 NB2011)

(98) TR e AFNTAT & gdacdid W&ol &I a1
TFHTAT TIE HTE o Jeid =T -

“Shri Mishra, learned Assistant Solicitor General for
respondent no.5, states that if the State Government requests
the University Grants Commission to declare the said date
of exemption or provide information in this regard, the same
shall be provided to the State Government as per direction
of this Court.” (P35 NB2011)

(9%) JI31 A1, T=T ATl TSUisH 20 T U 2099
TS AT 090 AT T THT HHH ¥Q0% ALY Yeid THI SS9
a7 ¥ . “In the above background, We direct the
respondent no.5 University Grants Commission to
communicate to the State Government the date when
such exemption became effective as per notification
dated 5/11/2008 in respect of the petitioners, within a
period of three weeks from the date of communication of
this order. We direct the State Government to
reconsider the claims of the petitioners on receipt of
communication from the University Grants
Commission in respect of effective date of exemption,
in accordance with law and procedure applicable in this
regard at the earliest. With these observations and directions,
the petition is disposed of.” (P35 NB2011)

(9¢€) It appears that in Writ Petition (Lodging)
No.1326/2012, a statement was made on behalf of the
State Government that Government Resolution would
be issued exempting teachers, who were appointed
after following prescribed procedure during the
period from 19.09.1991 to 03.04.2000, and stating that
a GR will be issued granting exemption from NET /
SET to those teachers who were appointed during 1991

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

ALL INDIA FEDERATION OF UNIVERSITY & COLLEGE TEACHERS’ ORGANIZATIONS
AIFUCTO

ALL INDIA SIGNATURE CAMPAIGN

Date: Mon, 23 Mar 2015 19:35:59 IST

following are contents of letter to be sent to MINISTER, MHRD with COPY to PMO OFFICE as decided
by National Executive Committee of AIFUCTO on 14 March 2015.

LETTER TO BE SIGNED & SENT BY ALL TEACHERS, LIBRARIANS, DPES OF EVERY
UNIVERSITY & COLLEGE UNIT TO HON’BLE MINISTER,HRD WITH A COPY
TO PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE. PLEASE SEND HARD COPY BY SPEED
POST,ALSO EMAIL SCANNED COPIES TO HON’BLE MINISTER WITH
A COPY TO AIFUCTO AS EARLY AS POSSIBLE
- ASOK BARMAN

“We, the lakhs of members of All India Federation of University & College Teachers’; Organizations
(AIFUCTO) ,the only national Federation of teachers of universities & colleges in India are extremely worried
at the HRD not yet giving approval to the UGC decisions regarding the 3rd amendments of UGC Regulations
2010 as per the recommendations of of Regulations Anomaly Committee. The UGC wrote seeking your approval
on 23rd May, 2014. We are worried for the inordinate delay & request you to approve the decision immediately.
Thousands of teachers across the country are waiting for the necessary UGC notification of 3rd amendment
involving Roll out dates for their promotions. Another very important decision of UGC regarding the amendments
of UGC Ph.D Regulations is also pending at your Ministry.

We are disappointed & shocked at your not giving our leadership an appointment for last nine months
though repeated requests were sent. Thousands of members of AIFUCTO, DUTA, and JNUTA demonstrated at
Jantar Mantar on March 13 & courted arrest. AIFUCTO wrote to you on February, 24 about the program &
requested you to meet the Joint Forum of teachers in higher education. Again you did not meet our leadership
or even replied to our request.

We are shocked as this is unprecedented. We urge you to approve UGC decisions immediately & meet
the leaders of AIFUCTO, DUTA, JNUTA & others to discuss other very important issues.”

Rk Sk S S Rk S R o R R S R AR S S ok kR S R R S R R S S R R R S R R R S Sk R R R R S

NAGPUR UNIVERSITY TEACHERS'ASSOCIATION

All the district units, Taluka Units and College units of NUTA are requested to convene
emergent meetings of all the respective units and make
ALL INDIA SIGNATURE CAMPAIGN
a success.

1. 9. & TEelt oreme AT FAg
NAGPUR UNIVERSITY TEACHERS'ASSOCIATION

—_——— e — — — — — — — — — —— — — o . ——— — —— —— — —— —— —— — — — — — — — — — —

— ————— — —— — —— . —— . . —— — — — — —— —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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to 2000 and the Government and the Universities would
protect 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.
(P61 NB2013)

(9(0) ITFIMEATEAT 3 eI 7T UTd Il S FEUIS
G e G131 1 £ O 5 B = B R 3 ) e o G 3] e R B A
ST ATYATd ohos It ST IS A . Fafed =
SLP (Civil) No. 34118 of 2013 araet et &2, =1 a1 aibeiaa
U5 983 T 98& 9 [ 2093 T HERTZ IMHATET Ui SR
P11 = SASvard e . A1 989 A0 (P107 NB2013)
EATEd JEIayHTol T8 § o 9o Hedl el H &dl T I 3712,

“§. WA F. 9% HWAY, 9%%9 O 3 THA, R000 A
PHIATTHAE 3 G GaTaR AN 49 g0 TR H2/8S IHEARTAT
TYFAT BT ST ST . A 3 T A2/ e
T ITEETd WA dBidel §6 O9q FEeM JEds S
HERTES 915 T &t

9. 1 HEYTd FEmdie SE STENTH el §.¢.9.3099 &l
JodbIed Yl FHU U SaedTd §.9§ SRS, 2099 T U=
%o aa ae. "The Commission deliberated on the issue
regarding appointment of various teachers in the State of

Mabharashtra from September 19,1991 until April 3,2000
and resolved that all such appointments made on regular
basis by various universities in the state of Maharashtra
where the university has granted exemption to teachers from
the requirement of NET in terms of the UGC Regulations,
1991 and subsequent Notification dated 24.12.1998 and
where the representation has been forwarded to Commission
seeking further approval in relation to such regular
appointments made during the said period w.e.f. September
19,1991 till April 3, 2000 is approved. It further resolved
that a communication in this regard be sent to the universities
concerned and the state of Maharashtra". (P107 NB2013)

¢. THY EiH & MRS, 099 T TR TEUS FATEH
HERTH A T % T SR

“As may be seen from the above decision of the com-
mission, the commission has taken the said decision in re-
spect of all such appointments made on regular basis by
various universities during the period from September 19,
1991 to April 3,2000. Therefore the services of such teachers
for all purposes should be counted from the date of
their regular appointment.”

/

Government of India
Shastri Bhawan,
New Delhi

Respected Madam,

The Honorable Minister of Human Resource Development

We, the lakhs of members of All India Federation of University & College Teachers’

\

25th April, 2015

Organizations (AIFUCTO), the only national Federation of teachers of universities &
colleges in India are extremely worried at the HRD not yet giving approval to the UGC
decisions regarding the 3rd amendments of UGC Regulations 2010 as per the
recommendations of of Regulations Anomaly Committee. The UGC wrote seeking your
approval on 23rd May, 2014. We are worried for the inordinate delay & request you to
approve the decision immediately. Thousands of teachers across the country are waiting
for the necessary UGC notification of 3rd amendment involving Roll out dates for their
promotions. Another very important decision of UGC regarding the amendments of UGC
Ph.D. Regulations is also pending at your Ministry.

We are disappointed and shocked at your not giving our leadership an appointment
for last nine months though repeated requests were sent. Thousands of members of
AIFUCTO, DUTA, and JNUTA demonstrated at Jantar Mantar on March 13, 2015 and
courted arrest. AIFUCTO wrote to you on February 24, 2015 about the program and
requested you to meet the Joint Forum of teachers in higher education. Again you did
not meet our leadership or even replied to our request.

We are shocked as this is unprecedented. We urge you to approve UGC decisions
immediately and meet the leaders of AIFUCTO, DUTA, JNUTA & others to discuss
other very important issues.

Name & Address of College :

Z

Name of Teacher Designation Signature

KDO\ICT\O'I-POJ[\)HU)
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Q. WHAY UG e STEMH §. 94 HE, 09 =T

T Al JHT ST %6 et ST -

“The actual date of effect for grant of exemption to a
particular candidates shall be the date of exemption actually
granted by the universities to the concerned candidate
appointed on Regular Basis”

Yo. AT FAMUS SEH AN §. 99 ®, 093 =

T Al JHT0 ST %6 e ST -

“The actual date of grant of exemption shall be the date
when exemption was granted by the universities to the can-
didates concerned appointed on Regular Basis during the
period w.e.f. 19.09.1991 to 03.04.2000” (P107 NB2013)

(9¢) TS e AN THEAIH FTeAT dREIRA
J 1 dREHaR o @1 92 (Prospectively) ST 378 sleul wore
ATAATET ST hedTaed STaH HIUIRTAT ST SeERe
1. AT, =t <t Aafued JieT STl SRETE FeuieH
T TEHaY aHrd 91T 97, 9% @SUISH ol Efdl.

DECIDE IN 4 MONTHS

In the High Court of Judicature at Bombay, Appel-
late side. Writ Petition No. 5782 of 2001 Coram
V.G.Palshikar & Smt. Nishita Mhatre. JJ Date :
18.4.2002 it is stated :-

"S. In view of the fact that no time limit is fixed by the
Aurangabad bench. In our opinion, interest of justice require
that such time limit is fixed. The process of receiving the

o — — —— — — — — — e, e e e

g TedT/PCT G TAdATNe HETE dIe qedieb 9 For 2098 TRl 909 TFb
HERICG RISl : dd dHII
ORI HHIB AHAT 209%/9.36.9¢/HAT-8 HAIGTH BTAT IS, FAlcHT IcORe dldb,
: dRIA : 92 BgdmRl, 209y

qrE - (9) AT TUT FHIE, THAT - 09 ¥/9.55.49/FaT-¥, FFIF ol H, 209%

HATSTA, HAE goo 032,

M U

9TE STAT STE9T & STIE &, T IMHbIT AT/
Fod AIEAATIRGHAT AT Agdad/Fed  Adrdad S o
HEME  Ag Add-/HeTTE $ed  Agaidad (STHeTd) AT gl
IHEIAR . 9 Tol, 09% URA ST HETNE AT 8% 9oo Tdh
&I 909 Tk HITATT A, &A% 9 BgdRl, 094 U TaT
TR Tl Jdhd @ SUaTd Imdl. §. 9 9o, 209% O 3. 39
AT, 2094, T HIATTHICT TETE ATEAT b STEToTaTad

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
: AU 3G T A7 HITIT il
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

3. U 4T theh THION 2 ST HETE deredt Ihd
T TN HROGTE SAEERT & Agidad | aa?ul o7 €ehiu] TS
JIRT, STeEM d W&l of YR, Hag/®TTR of Uil arar
TE.
3. 9TE STHTE SMISYT &d SfE bl ST SAgiidd Fiet
@I helell SME ST A d STEII STeT U e, 3 uid
G111 E G B | 2171 s [ G £ G ) e o 2 R P o | < M A e
TS THGA  AGAAaTgRe/Fed  AgGaaRed I aiid
T I T EEREE @] A
¥, RIS SIwal Y IUET 9 Uardd T Al of & 999, 9389
(B9 9RE&R T WERTZ A YI9 %A Ud) =T Had 4¢ T
TR Ta Folel o PR 3T I IEaeTdie a8 dd 37 €
rET a9 HE 9T STHTE STE9T 3 O &l avid AviE Seel
TS AGAIdaTRe/HEd Agiidad €RE TN @n] &,
. T ST TR BEATHHT AYhRT Sl SUehHHes]
I AT 9 T SARME Farel AT SaedT iy
Teh YUl 31h Yo ThRelell o, g o Ag<iiad-rar 9/3 e
STIRTSTiehe T Y=2eN U hIvaTaTs! qad 9Ma= v, g avm,
| e ssi-9002 | 308/ Fary, FiF 94 A=W 9229 AR

—_— —— —— ——— — — — — — — — — — — —— —

requests from the management for consideration regarding
relaxation etc. of the conditions by the UGC will take time
and it would therefore be appropriate to fix some time limit.
The managements where they are directed to approach the
UGC for relaxation shall do so within four months from the
date of the order of this court. The concerned University then
process the same and forward them to UGC. This be done by
the concerned Universities within four months of receiving
the requests from the managements. The UGC will have
then four months time to process the applications and request
so made and then take decision." (P 42 of NB 2002)

(92<) Supreme courts important judgement

As per the supreme courts judgement delivered on
08.09.1994, in University of Delhi, Appellant v/s Raj Singh
and others, Respondents. A.M. AHMADI AND S.P.
BHARUCHA, JJ. : AIR 1995 SUPREME COURT 336. :-

"i) Regulations are valid : Regulations (1991), noti-
fied on 19th September, 1991, by the University Grants Com-
mission are valid.

ii) recommendatory : The provisions of clause 2 of the
said Regulations are, therefore, recommendatory in charac-
ter.

iii) application prospective : The second proviso to
clause 2 makes the application of the said Regulations pro-
spective.'" (P 316 of NB 2001)

UGC's 1991 regulation regarding NET/SET is
recommendatory in nature. The decision whether to make it

—— — — — — — — — — — — | — e e e e,

STRToNd IHHTAT GURTT Ul STl SMEd, 319N dHATATE!
9T U, < 99, ik T3ie 9009 /uo/Tdl-¥, aTih <
T YA 2009 T TWIEFEAR el Yol AR, i 0 Teg
-9 H&¥ T & holedl SHBMEA d 980 &M HETNE a1 S
TE.

& . I @9 Gl O THETd A9E haledl AgaidaTeRadl
AT SO SrefHehedrd SNuTETel Tt 2TehvaTd Idrd. o ST
Tt STHATT AT G af AT AT 9TIfad Fe? SEIGH | JuaTd
e

©. TN JBIdeT H9¥ bl AgEdaTay HeMTE arer
SUTETEdY Tl AT STAAd Fd SRy, AT AT WhRITE,
ST FS[¥ heled] HETME dierd d@id @ e,

¢. WTET NEFA AUlI  HEIIISZ QTR
www.maharashtra.gov.in a1 Hhaeeay Juded HIoArd ATl
3T AT Hebdllh 2094039993094R900y 3THT 3R, & AR
Tolled T HIeT hd e BIEvHd Id ST,

<. T G U Ud Trad ASal 372,

He IS Yo Bl SGRMTATY d |11,

BHOSALE Digitally signed by Bhosale Satish H
DN : c=IN, o=Government of
SATISHH Mabharashtra, ou=Under Secretary,

postal Code=400 032, st=Maharashtra,
cn=Bhosale Satish H

Date : 2015.02.12 12:58:05+05'30'
(@. 2. WiEd)
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mandatory or not is to be taken by the concerned university or
the state Govt. Such decision if taken shall be implemented
only after making and issuing necessary statute or standard
code. Supreme court has also made it clear that this regulation
shall come into force prospectively and not retrospectively
and this regulation relates to all applicants i.e. candidates.

Due to the above mentioned judgement of supreme court,
UGC had to issue a regulation on 4th April 2000 as mentioned
above.

(=20) Once exemption from NET/SET is granted
the appointment be treated as regularised.

3. Para 24 of the judgement (delivered on 08.09.1994, in
University of Delhi, Appellant v/s Raj Singh and others,
Respondents. A M. AHMADI AND S.P. BHARUCHA, JJ. :
AIR 1995 SUPREME COURT 336.) is as follows. :-

24. ... As analyzed above, therefore the Delhi University
may appoint as a lecturer in itself and its affiliated colleges
one who has cleared the test prescribed by the said Regulations
or it may seek prior approval for the relaxation of this
requirement in a specific case; or it may appoint as lecturer
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one who does not meet this requirement without having first
obtained the UGC's approval, in which event it would if it
failed to show cause for it's failure to abide by the said
Regulations to the satisfaction of the UGC, forfeit its grant
from the U.G.C. If however it did show cause to the satisfaction
of the U.G.C,, it not only would not forfeit its grant but the
appointment made without obtaining the U.G.C s prior
approval would stand regularized." (P 316 of NB 2001)

(29) UGC issued aregulation in 1991 making NET/
SET compulsory. Thereafter in 1998 UGC has also issued
a notification with a provision of making NET/SET
compulsory even for the placement in senior scale and
selection grade (Para 8.2.0 of UGC Notification dated 24th
December 1998, - P 20 of NB 1999) But UGC had to
withdraw the above mentioned provision due to Hon'ble
supreme court's 1994 judgement. Even UGC had to cancel
all its earlier notifications and had to issue a new regulation
on 4th April 2000. The first sentence of the said regulation
reads.:-

"In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (e) & (g) of
sub-section (1) of Section 26 read with Section 14 of
University Grants Commission Act, 1956 (3 of 1956), and in
supersession of the Regulations issued under University Grants
Commission letter No.F.1-93/74 (CPP) Part (v) dated 13th
June,1983 and No.F.1-11/87 (CPP-II) dated 19th
September,1991 and Notification No.1-93/74(CP) dated 19th
February, 1985, 26th November, 1985 and No.F.3-1/94 (PS)
dated 24th December, 1998, the University Grants
Commission hereby makes the following regulations," (P 66 of
NB 2000)

1.2 By cancelling all its earlier regulations regarding NET/
SET as mentioned above, the UGC made its position clear and
issued a new regulation on 4th April 2000 wherein it says.
"No person shall be appointed to a teaching post in university
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or in any of institutions including constituent or affiliated
colleges recognised under clause (f) of Section 2 of the
University Grants Commission Act, 1956 or in an institution
deemed to be a university under Section 3 of the said Actin a
subject if he/she does not fulfil the requirements as to the
qualifications for the appropriate subjects as provided in the
Annexure." While clearly mentioning the above provision in
para 2, UGC has also appended proviso 2 to this clause.
Regarding the persons who have already been appointed, the
proviso clearly states. :-

"Provided further that these regulations shall not be
applicable to such cases where selections of the candidates
having had the then requisite minimum qualification as
were existing at that time through duly constituted Selection
Committees for making appointments to the teaching posts
have been made prior to the enforcement of these regulations."
(P66 of NB 2000)

(22) UGC's present stand/position.

UGC by letter D.O. No.F.2-6/98 (PS) dated 25th
December 1998 had pointed out that the decision of the UGC
was after obtaining legal opinion in respect of counting of
service for Placement benefits in the Senior Scale and Selection
Grade is as under:

"The commission after seeking legal openion on caluse 1
(e) has decided to include service rendered in adhoc capacity
for counting of past service for placement in senior scale/
selection grade, provided as the three conditions, as mentioned
hereunder are fulfiled.

(a) The adhoc service was of more than one year duration;

(b) The incumbent was appointed on the recommendation
of duly constituted selection committee; and

(c) The incumbent was Selected to the permanent post in
continuation to the adhoc service without any break.

9.2 Even as late as in 2010 the latest UGC Regulations
Notified under No.F.3-1/2009 dated 30th June 2010 dealt with
the question of counting of service for placement benefits as
under:

"10.0 COUNTING OF PAST SERVICES FOR
DIRECT RECRUITMENT AND PROMOTION UNDER
CAS:

10.1 (f) The adhoc or temporary service of more than
1 year duration can be counted provided that

(i) The period of service was of more than one year
duration

(ii) The incumbent was appointed on the
recommendation of duly constituted selection committee
and

(iii) The incumbent was selected to the permanent
post in continuation to the adhoc or temporary service
without any break

This is in line with the Hon ble Supreme Court decision
rendered in Sharadendu Bhushan, Appellant v. Nagpur
University, Nagpur & Ors, Respondents (AIR 1988, Supreme
Court 335) that experience is the basis of placement."

(23) Once the due date of submission of applica-
tion is over, no change in qualification is permitted as
per Supreme court judgements.

8.1 In the case of Ashok Kumar Sharma and
others...Versus...Chander Shekhar and another,
reported in 1997 (4) Supreme Court Cases 18 the three
Judge Bench considered the issue and held in par agraph No.6
thus:

6. .....The proposition that where applications are called
for prescribing a particular date as the last date for filing the

applications, the eligibility of the candidates shall have to be
judged with reference to that date and that date alone, is a
well-established one. A person who acquires the prescribed
qualification subsequent to such prescribed date cannot be
considered at all. An advertisement or notification issued/
published calling for applications constitutes a representation
to the public and the authority issuing it is bound by such
representation. It cannot act contrary to it. One reason behind
this proposition is that if it were known that persons who
obtained the qualifications after the prescribed date but before
the date of interview would be allowed to appear for the
interview, other similarly placed persons could also have
applied. Just because some of the persons had applied
notwithstanding that theyhad not acquired the prescribed
qualifications by the prescribed date, they could not have been
treated on a preferential basis. Their applications ought to
have been rejected at the inception itself. This proposition is
indisputable and in fact was not doubted or disputed in the
majority judgment. This is also the proposition affirmed in
Rekha Chaturvedi v. University of Rajasthan. ...

8.2 In the case of Gopal Krushna Rath...
Versus...M.A.A.Baig (Dead) By Lrs. and others, reported
in 1999 (1) Supreme Court Cases 544 the Honble Supreme
Court in par agraph Nos. 6 and 7 held thus:
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6. When the selection process has actually commenced
and the last date for inviting applications is over, any
subsequent change in the requirements regarding
qualifications by the University Grants Commission will not
affect the process of selection which has already commenced.
Otherwise it would involve issuing a fresh advertisement
with the new qualifications. In the case of P. Mahendran v.
State of Karnataka this Court has observed (SCC p. 416, para
5)

5.1tis well-settled rule of construction that every statute
or statutory rule is prospective unless it is expressly or by
necessary implication made to have retrospective effect. The
Court further observed that :

Since the amending Rules were not retrospective, it could
not adversely affect the right of those candidates who were
qualified for selection and appointment on the date they
applied for the post, moreover as the process of selection
had already commenced when the amending Rules came into
force, the amended Rules could not affect the existing
rights of those candidates who were being considered for
selection as they possessed the requisite qualifications
prescribed by the Rules before its amendment.

7.Inthe present case, therefore, the appellant possessed
the necessary qualifications as advertised on the last date of
receiving applications. These qualifications were in
accordance with the Rules/guidelines then in force. There is
also no doubt that the appellant obtained higher marks than
the original Respondent 1 at the selection. There is no
challenge to the process of selection, nor is there any
allegation of malafides in the process of selection. In the
case of Madan Mohan Sharma and
another...Versus...State of Rajasthan and others,
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reported in 2008 (3) Supreme Court Cases 724 the Honble
Supreme Court in paragraph Nos.11 and 12 held thus:

11. ... Once the advertisement had been issued on the
basis of the circular obtaining at that particular time, the
effect would be that the selection process should continue
on the basis of the criteria which were laid down and it
cannot be on the basis of the criteria which has been made
subsequently.

12. As per the circular which was obtaining at the time
when the advertisement was issued dated 24-7-1995, the
criteria for selection to the post of teacher Grade III was
Secondary Examination though this was changed during the
pendency of the advertisement. Subsequent amendment of
the Rules which was prospective cannot be made retrospective
so as to make the selection on the basis of the Rules which
were subsequently amended. If this was to be done, then the
only course open was to recall Advertisement N o.1 of
1996 and to issue fresh advertisement according to the Rules
which had come into force. ...... (P76 of NB 2010)

8.3 Once the due date of submission of application is
over, no change in qualification is permitted High court
judgements. - High Court in Petition No. 1489 of 2010 gave a
following verdict :-

10. From the above, it is clear that the subsequent insertion
of compulsory NET/SLET qualification by gazette
notification dated 11.7.2009 made by University Grants
Commission will have to be held to be prospective in its
operation since in all these cases the advertisements as per
earlier eligibility qualifications were duly approved and
sanctioned by the University and were also published well
before the cut-off date, namely, 11.7.2009 and at any rate
before the last date of application that was to be made
pursuant to these advertisements. Last date of application
as per advertisements is a crucial date in accordance
with the law laid down by the Honble Supreme Court.

11. For all the above reasons, therefore, we answer
the question framed by us holding that the selections and
appointments made pursuant to the advertisements
published in these writ petitions prior to 11.07.2009
shall not be affected by introduction of compulsory NET/
SLET eligibility criteria as the said gazette notification
dated 11.07.2009 is prospective in nature. In the result, we
make the following order. (P73 of NB 2010)

(2%) Central government's order to UGC

10. In HRD Ministry's order dated 3.11.2010, the
following references have been made. :-

""The above mentioned resolution perhaps does not take
into account the fact that appointments, If any, pursuant to
the date of coming into force of these regulations are
bound to be prospective only. Appointments can never
be made with retrospective dates.

Similarly, since by Commissions own admission, the
regulations are prospective in nature and not
retrospective.' (P6 of NB 2011)”

(=& ) Hon'ble Delhi High Court in petition No. 13689
of 2009 gave a verdict on 6th December 2010. Para 36 of
the said judgement is as follows :-

"36. Further, we find that Regulations 2009 are in
no way retrospective in nature. In fact, they are prospective
in as much as they apply to appointments made or proposed
to be made after the date of notification and do not apply
to appointments made on regular basis prior to the said
date." (P20 of NB 2011)
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WRIT PETITION NO. 5224 OF 2013 Dr. Vishwanath Murlidharrao
Ratnalikar age 51 years, occup. service, VERSUS The State of
Mabharashtra, through its Secretary, Higher Education Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai CORAM : R. M. BORDE, AND SUNIL P.
DESHMUKH,JJ. SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 : Oral Judgment (Per:
Sunil P. Deshmukh, J.) Judgment circulated on page 151 of 2014
NUTA Bulletin.
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e shHTe (i) aie Tebr geieT SHTT oTe -
“(iii) Recovery from employees, when the excess

payment has been made for a period in excess of five years,
before the order of recovery is issued.”
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arerarer set (Excess Payment) 992 =77el 3118 & 9TTATE F0700
#UIYR T el el M 9Tl dradia Recovery o S1asT
UTe qUHd? HIEUATd STde STed d 9ihel STefshiedl aradid o
STTET HIETATT SATele ATErd, & TefTd el T &,

(o) T THIIMHL AT ISALTEATAT AT, 3 gaaeai-l 1.
HaTed TATAaTHed S dreT geT SR dhell 8T el Jemdis
ST ST H&T haldll He-He JadT Jadell T 3Tad dbr
T I dedl THIEH S8 Sl AR el T8, a¥qd: AT, Jared
AT ATETEd 9% Hell UE ol 372, "S-Hdl ursidl &
g @eft gHTa Prospectively @ 2i5d. (qeliammer O 3es
9% URT) A -8 YA Haddl Iall e a3 AT STeehdl dar
T A el Aed. (FUNAEST O 78 R0 YeT)

T AT AT S TEHHT BT TREITT aTel 37T
YT HT. Hafed AT ST ASAMEATEAT AT, 3 Saacdi- Ui
heldll SR . a&dd: ST HET ATEATAT 3 eaaedi-l T 2090
we AT, Iod AT AR EEUSEHR ST el &fdl. .
@A Sl AATHI @1 99 S AN S A SUaTd
e STe. (ANt T T 93 d 9§ TT)

(R¢) Ha¥E @1 7L TH& B0 SATelel Hecard 9 (SERyd
FIEUSTHE) STFIday G5 9 AT Ahiobcdiea] HThad A, ddred
ATAATAT TeATd SV SUAATS] T BT, S HIAAT AT
Il AR AU BT HIUIAEl g@d SR ATEl AT Bt
YOI AT, AT T A1 9% HRUNGET ATTh © J8 Jig0 9T
IR THA 7 HERTEE UTeATqsh HeTia SR dholedl eedaid I7 aebal
HEHIGA & H8 1. Hdied Eedge d6 H0ardl R R
OTSEl ST S1el HERTSE MTeATIsh HEFTE aHal Hevamd ad ST,
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N
If Undelivered , please return to: NUTA Bul- |
letin Office, Shikshak Bhavan, Sant Gadge Baba |
Amravati University Campus, Amravati- 444 602. |

— ——— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —



