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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.6599 OF 2017

(Dr. Ujwal Ambadas Lanjewar Vs. Rashtrasant Tukdoji Maharaj Nagpur University,
Nagpur thr. its Registrar, Nagpur and others)

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Office Notes, Office Memoramda of Coram,

appearances, Court's orders of directions Court's or Judge's orders.

and Registrar’s Orders.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Shri B.G. Kulkarni, Advocate for Petitioner.
Shri P.B. Patil, Advocate for Respondent No.1.
Shri Nitin Lambat, Advocate for Respondent No.3.
Shri Anand Parchure, Advocate for Respondent No.4.

CORAM: R.K. DESHPANDE & VINAY JOSHI, JJ.

DATE:     1  st   FEBRUARY, 2019.

Heard.

2] The  respondent  No.1  has  filed  the  pursis.

The contents of which are produced below.

“1] In  view  of  the  specific  stand  of

petitioner  that  “  Master  of  Computer

Management  and  Master  of  Computer

Application are allied courses and hence the

total teaching experience of the petitioner was

required  to  be  taken  in  to  account”  and

another contention that “ subject statistics is

the integral part of M.C.A. course as well as

M.C.M.  course  &  the  curriculum  of  M.C.A.

course  contains  statistics  and  operation

research  as  subjects”  etc.,  the  University

undertakes to withdraw the impugned order

Dt. 08.09.2017 & matter will be referred to

competent  authority  i.e.  respondent  No.  3

AICTE for necessary guidance in this behalf,

within period of 2 weeks.
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2] On receipt of guidance from AICTE, a

fresh  decision  about  the  approval  to  the

appointment of petitioner as Professor will be

taken within 4 weeks. In view of this position,

the  instant  petition  can  be  disposed  of  by

directing the respondent No.3 AICTE to take

appropriate  decision  on  the  proposal  to  be

submitted by University in this behalf, within

reasonable period.”

3] In  view  of  the  aforesaid  pursis,  the  order

impugned  in  the  petition  dated  08.09.2017  has  been

withdrawn and the matter  is  being referred to AICTE for

necessary guidance.

4] In view of this,  the grievance of  the petitioner

does not survive. However, we keep all the questions open

referred in the competency of AICTE to decide the question

referred to it.

5] The petition stands disposed of.
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