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          IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

            BENCH AT AURANGABAD

 WRIT PETITION NO. 8542 OF 2024

WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 8840 OF 2024
 IN WP/8542/2024

NISARGADEEP SHIKSHAN PRASARAK 
MANDAL AURANGABAD THROUGH ITS SECRETARY

VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA 

THROUGH ITS SECRETARY AND OTHERS

...

   Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Ghatge Mahesh V.

  Advocate for Applicant in CA : Mr. Prakash B. Shirsath

Addl.GP for Respondents/State : Mr. A.R. Kale

Advocate for Respondent Nos. 2 & 3 : Mr.   Tope Sambhaji Subhashrao

...

                                        CORAM    :    MANGESH S. PATIL &

                        SHAILESH P. BRAHME, JJ.

               DATE    :    28  AUGUST 2024

PER COURT :

. The learned AGP seeks time to file reply.

2. Learned advocate for the respondent/University submits that

the  University  has  filed  reply  on  merits,  he  has  now  received

instructions  from  the  University  stating  that  the  order  under

challenge  would  be  recalled  and  the  matter  regarding  grant  of

affiliation pursuant to the petitioner’s request would be taken before

the academic council in the next meeting.
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3. Learned advocate for the petitioner in view of such stand being

taken on behalf of respondent/University would submit that though

the petitioner has been questioning the decision purportedly taken by

the Deputy Registrar of Education Department and few other prayers

are made, the petitioner is interested only in prayer clause ‘A’ and ‘C’

for the time being.

4. Since whatever is being claimed by way of prayer clause ‘A’ and

‘C’ is being accepted by the University in view of the statement being

made across the bar on its instructions by its learned advocate, we

accept that stand of University as an undertaking to the Court and

dispose  of  the  petition  permitting  it  to  recall  the  order  under

challenge dated 02.08.2024 and undertake the process through the

academic council.

5. Pending civil application for intervention is disposed of.

6. All the issues are kept open.

[ SHAILESH P. BRAHME, J.]                     [ MANGESH S. PATIL, J.]

Najeeb..


