N

raur e wit
305, TR 43 FeeT TIRE,

4, e, ot grx W owel, Wk, (@), g - 400 o5t
TS $-2647 603472647 6037

$Wﬁ—m/2007/ get | 1 SR 2007
LIRIGEiE S L

WWW(@HH@TW)WHﬁZO@

T weew Toww 9 e yEw Wt (et fraw) =0 fERe
6 S 2007 Ut WeEw Sewi ThewA frofE S S SiR:-
3 G T 9T gE-F ey 16 3T ews SRV USROS
WY w aoen Saeaes tdeet ol W, 1000/ T A
deR YEF RUA O9 SiEl Wl Ml W HOel des o
Flew/den FH o femealngy dueelt @ g IR T
FTE. |

3, ﬁamma'ﬁﬁwwﬂv@aéﬂaﬁqm

frammsartn Jord od weRmTR @ den w T swfRw wEE A
a@aﬁmzo%—wmﬁaﬁmaﬂﬁﬁﬁqﬁmmmﬁﬁw
STFETEI FREHREN FE,

., srEe, o yee oitd g aRemes,
| '/\faév\‘/\/\/”
(wﬁw%/
mfaiﬁﬂ‘eﬁx‘q’ ’

i

g

-

. T fa-smmte sfmitet s,
AfEdr= el wRifbme

. W fr-srEte SeeE, S-SuwE, Hifeer s
Wﬁi@tw TR T, HaE 400 001.

w N
M -

4.W§Wﬁ7wawnm TERS =4, Jag

yarA i, %@aﬁaﬁTmaﬁwg@ﬁmﬂ
T, HEE 400 032,

T GiEE, 5= 9 9% femw fadw, dxed, g 400 032
TEEEE, AR € SHhus, ANed, e 400 032

.kn

o




Extract of Meeting of the Shikshan Shulka Samiti (Higher & Technical Education) held
under the Chairmanship of Justice P.S. Patankar (Retd.) on Tuesday, the
18" September 2007 at 11.30 a.m. in the Office of the Director, Medical Education &
Research, 4th Floor, Govt. Dental College Bidg. St. George's Hospltal Compound, Mumbai
400 001,

Item No.5: To consider the letter dated 1™ September 2007 recsived from Hyderabad
(Sind) Wational Collegiate Board - Watumull Instiute of Electronics
Engineering & Computer Technology, Worll, Mumbai regarding refund of
the fees in the matter of cancellation of admission taken during the AY.
2006-07.

Heard Shri Bhambhani, Rector and Ms. Sandhya Desai, Principal of the Watumull
Institute of Electronics Engineering & Computer Technolegy, Worli, Mumbal. Perusad the
application dated 29 August 2007 of the Institute,

The guestion raised is regarding refund of the fees of the students who taak
agmission during the year 2006-07, but later cancelled the admissions, It is mainiy
contended that the brochure for 2006-07 issued by the Tnstitute clearly provided that
‘fees once paid will not be refunded in any clrcumstances". This was announced alsg, It
was made clear to the students at the time of counselling that refund would be made only
as per the State Government/ University rules and in case cancaliation is made within one
week, The 5 students mentioned in the letter of the Institute have not sought cancellatior
within one week. This position has been changed for admissions during 2007-08, In view
of the directives issued by the Govt. The Institute is applying them. But It is not anplicable
retrospectively for the year 2006-07,

It Is necessary to note that the Supreme Court delivered the Judgement in the
matter of Islamic Academy of Education and others v/s. State of Karnataka and others, an
14 August 2003 and the State Government constituted the Shikshan Shulka Samiti as per
the Resolution dated 23 September 2003. The Supreme Court directed and the Committee
was conslituted to check profiteering and acceptance of capitation fees by private unaided
educational institute. Therefore, since that time no private unaided educational institute
can indulge in profiteering or charge capitation fee. The Committee has passed the
Resolution on 11 May 2007, which is as under:

"The Samiti considered the complaint letter from Mr. Dattatray Vedhphatak
regarding refund of fees in respect of B. Architecture for academic year 2006-G7.
The Office Secretary informed the Samit| that Kamla Raheja Vic yanidhi Institule for
Architecture & Environment Studies, Mumbal wants specific direction from the
Samiti regarding refund of fees to Mr. Vedpathak. The Samiti decides that if a seat
is filled In and there is no vacant seats remain to be filled in by the
College/Institute, in-such a case, the College/Institute should deduct only up to
Rs.1000/- and balance amount of fees paid by a student should he refunded.
gtherwise the same would amount to profiteering and charging of capitation fees,
g, Samiti decides to adopt this as policy and accordingly gives the directions In
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case Shri Vedpathak and other similar cases wherein the Samiti receives
complaints about refund of fee."

It is only darificatory in nature. It only permits the institutes to retain
Rs.1000/- as processing charges and remalning fees ate to be refunded, in case
all the seats are filled. It only allows the Institute to retain the amount of fees if
the seat is not filled In. This is with a view that the Institute should riot suffer in
case the seat is not filled in. But in case the seat is filled in, then the Institute
cannot recover the fees from the two students, as this would amount to
profiteering. It cannot retain the fees collected from the outgoing student and
also from the new incoming student.

While shewing divisor factor, the sanctioned strength Is considered and
the student who has left is not considered. It was asked particularly to the
Principal of this Institute whether she Is ready to include that student whao left in
the divisor factor and the reply was negative. It was for obvious reason. As the
fee was considered for all students, then it would go down not only for one year
but for the course. The Resolution thus balances both the sides, Therefore there
1s no merit in the cantention that the Resalution dated 11 May 2007 sesks to
give retrospective effect or It was passed In case of another student by name
Shri Vedpathak without hearing this Institute. It was a general dacision taken by
the Samiti In that case. There 15 alsa no merit in the contention that it would
destabilize its accounts for the year 2006-07. There is no such guestion as the
fixation of fees |s based on the expenditure and the Samili is concerned with
profiteering by the Institute. It has already recovered the amount from two
stucents, Hence refund to the studert who left is necessary. Many other
nstitutes have foilowed this in such circumstances: Hence, we reject this
lication,
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