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In appeal No. 1/2023

Appellant: Dr. Gorlawar Vivek Santoshrao

Vs

The Registrar, Gondwana University, Gadchiroli

Order

The appellant has raised an objection to the nomination paper for contesting the election of
Management Council as a representative from the Teachers Constituency.

The appellant is placing reliance on the notification dated 28.04.2017 by which the following

qualification is prescribed for the candidate:

1. Shall possess a PhD Degree with at least l0 years teaching in aggregate or shall have at

least l5 Years' teaching experience in aggregate and

2. Shall have undertaken university examination-related work for at least 5 years in aggregate.

The contention of the appellant is that with the nomination of Dr. Gaur Rupendrakumar

Indrapalsingh, no such documents have been attached and therefore the nomination of Dr. Gaur

Rupendrakumar Indrapalsingh be rej ected.

I have pursued the requirement. As per the requirement, the documents objected are not annexed

by Dr Gaur Rupendrakumar Indrapalsingh. However, while filling nomination for member of the

Senate, Dr Gaur Rupendrakumar Indrapalsingh has produced all the documents which are in the

records of the University, which is not disputed.

It is not the Appellant's contention that the candidate does not hold a qualification or that the data

furnished in the nomination form is false.

Hence, the qualification as prescribed in Election Program is reflected in the nomination form.

Hence, the Appeal is rejected being unmerited.

(Dr Bokare)
Vice-Chancellor
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In appeal No.212023

Appellant: Dr Ladke Lemraj Sadashiv

Vs

Dr. Peddiraju Arun Prakash

Order

The appellant has raised an objection to the nomination paper for contesting the Management

Council's election as a Principal's Constituency representative of the Senate.

The appellant is placing reliance on the notification dated 28.04.2017 by which the following

qualification is prescribed for the candidate:

I . Shall possess a PhD Degree unless appointed as a Principal before l3th October 2000

2. Shall have undertaken university examination-related work for at least 5 years in aggregate.

The contention of the appellant is that Dr Peddiraju Arun Prakash has not attached documents and

therefore the nomination of Dr Peddiraju Arun Prakash be rejected.

I have pursued the requirement. As per the requirement, the documents objected are not annexed

by Dr Peddiraju Arun Prakash. However, while filling nomination for member of the Senate, Dr

Peddiraju Arun Prakash has produced all the documents which are in the records of the University,

which is not disputed.

It is not the Appellant's contention that the candidate does not hold qualifications or that the data

furnished in the nomination form is false.

Program is reflected in the nominati on formHence, the qualification as prescribed in Election

Hence, the Appeal is rejected being unmerited.

^*fr
(Dr. Bokare)

Vice-Chancellor



In appeal No. 3/2023

Appellant: Shri. Dontulwar Prashant Rajannaji

Vs

The Registrar, Gondwana University, Gadchiroli

Order

In so far as the language employed by the candidate is concerned what is required is "Members of
Senate". Instead of it, Dr Chaudhary Dilip Baburao has stated "Member olSenate" such ministerial

error cannot be held to be a deficiency in the nomination form.

The contention of the appeal is that the nomination candidate is facing litigation about

disqualification Under Section 64 and eligibility for membership in the Senate.

It is to state here that the matter is pending belore Hon'ble High Court and no adverse orders in

this controversy are passed.

Hence, the objection is without any basis.

Hence, the appeal is rejected. "v9
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(Dr. Pras Bokare)

Vice-Chancellor



In appeal No.412023

Appellant: Dr Chaudhary Dilip Baburao

Vs

The Registrar, Gondwana University, Gadchiroli

In a matter of Shri. Gurudas Kamdi, the objection is that as per the election program, one post is

reserved for NT.

According to the appellant, the reservation is under challenge before Hon'ble High Court and is

still pending. The objection is that it ought not to be notified to NT by rotation.

However, I have to observe that under the garb of objection to the nomination, deficiency in the

election program cannot be looked into. Hence, the appeal is rejected. N
0
q.09

(Dr. Pr Bokare)
Vice-Chancellor


