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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Givil Appeal No('s) . 10759/ 2013
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
ASHA RAMDAS BI DKAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for pernmission to file additional docunents and
clarification of court’s order and intervention and exenption from
filing OT. and inpleadnment and intervention and exenption from
filing OT. and directions and exenption fromfiling O T. and

i npl eadnent and st ay)

W TH

C.A. No. 10760/2013

(Wth appln.(s) for pernmission to file additional docunents and
O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 13598-13599/2014
(Wth appln.(s) for de-tagging and appln.(s) for de-taggi ng and
O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 13610-13611/2014
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 13616-13617/2014
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 13618-13626/2014
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 21/01/2015 These matters were called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
3

Despite an opportunity being granted to the UGC and
the ot her Respondents to file Counter/Reply within four
weeks, necessary action has not been t aken by t hem
Counsel for t he UGC subnits t hat he has been recently
engaged and therefore an adjournnment may be granted to him
Even if he had been engaged only yest er day, i.e. no
suf ficient ground or reason for condoning the failure of
the UGC to file its Counter. Even today the counsel for
the Counsel is not in a position to state whether or not he
would rely on the Counter filed by it in the H gh Court.

Lear ned Seni or Counsel appearing for the State of



Maharashtra submts that clarification and el ucidati on on

the following five issues is required by the UGC.

"1. Whet her t he exenption in acqui ring NET/ SET
qualifications granted by the UGC in Cct ober/ Novenber
2008, was wi t hdr awn by it, after t he Gover nient of

I ndi a- HRD di sapproved the same?

2. If it was not withdrawn, whether it woul d operate
prospectivel y?

3. Whether the said exenption granted in 2011, has been
objected to or approved by the Governnent of India, at
any tine thereafter?

4. If the said exenption 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
| ecturer nust have the prescribed qualifications nanely
PG degree with 55% marks pl us Ph. D or M Phi | | or
NET/ SET, whet her the NET/ SET exenpted teachers who do
not hold a Ph.D or M Phil Degree, will be entitled for
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the CAS benefit and if yes, from what date?"

Lear ned Seni or Counsel appeari ng for t he
Respondent - Teacher s, submits t hat, in or der to curtai
time, an opportunity may be granted to the UGC to give a
further response including to the five points now clarified
by | earned Seni or Counsel on behalf of the State. However ,
this should be without prejudice to the rights of the said
Respondents to chal |l enge, what they have perceived as nay
on that case, in these proceedings.

Si nce the proceedi ngs for today are bei ng adjourned
at the instance of the UGC, in order to enable themto file
Counter within two weeks fromtoday, failure on its part to
take necessary steps will require the Secretary, UGC to be
personal ly present on the next date of hearing.

Li st on 18th March, 2015.

( NEELAM GULATI) (SARQJ SAINI)
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