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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION (ST) NO. 255601 OF 2019
WITH
INTERIM APPLICATION NO. 1 OF 20189

Shri. Adesh Mote ] Petitioner
Versus

The State of Maharashtra }

and Ors. } Respondents

Mr.S.B.Talekar with MrMadhavi Ayyappan i/b.
M/s.Talekar and Associates for the petitioner.

Mr.V.M.Mali-AGP for State.
Mr.Rui Rodrigues for respondent nos. 2 and 3.

Mr.Vijay Thorat i/b. MrM.V.Thorat for respondent
no.5.

Mr.Joel Carlos for respondent no.5.

CORAM :- 8.C. DHARMADHIKARI &

G. 8. PATEL, JdJJ.

DATED:- OCTOBER 7, 2019
PC. :-
i Leave to amend to implead the intervener, who has filed an
intervention application (the applicant in IA No.l of 2019) as
party respondent and also to make consequential amendments.

Amendment to be carried out on or before 10* October, 2019.
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2. When this matter was heard fully, this court realised that the
arguments of both sides are concerning the interpretation of Rule
16 and prior rules of the Rules, copy of which is annexed to the
petition. The argument is that though the petitioner is from
Marathwada region, he is entitled to a seat which is vacant (NT-2)
in colleges which fall in rest of the Maharashtra region and
Vidarbha. The admission cannot be then restricted to the students
from Vidarbha or rest of Maharashtra alone. That is because
institutional round follows all prior/ CAP rounds. That is to fill the
vacant seats. If the vacant NT-2 category seat has to be filled in
and that is awvailable in a college in rest of Maharashtra and
Vidarbha, that should be filled in strictly on merits or at least the
inter-se merit of NT-2 category students. If this is how the matter
is viewed or alternatively that against such a vacant seat, a
student form Marathwada region can compete, even if the college
is situate at Solapur or at Nagpur, then, other students may be

affected by the ultimate order in this petition.

3. We propose to dispose of this petition finally. In these
circumstances, we direct the Commissioner, CET Cell to display on
his website a notice about the pendency of this writ petition and
the orders that have been made in the same uptill now. The notice

should also direct the students concerned/ affected, if any, and
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their colleges in all the three regions that the petition is placed on
14" October, 2019 before this court and that it may be disposed of

finally on that date.

4, Stand over to 14" October, 2019.

(G.8.PATEL, J.) (8.C.DHARMADHIKARI, J.)
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