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qHNER A 318 UiUEs & e &I, A1.9died F-ae  CIVIL APPEAL
NOS 115-116 of 2017(Arising out of Slp (C) Nos. 26523-26524 of 2012)

Secretary mahatma Gandhi mission & Another V/S Bhartiy kamgar sena and &



Others with_CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 117-118 OF 2017 (Arising out of SLP (C)
Nos. 26525-26526 of 2012)_CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 119-120 OF 2017 (Arising

out of SLP (C) Nos. 26519-26520 of 2012) I Fe<0T 79T f*ele faelr TR &,
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AEHATEA HT.qdied RN WY o TE A e P, 69. While the

G.R. dated 12/08/2009 is specific in its declaration that the elaborate rules

contained therein dealing with the pay scales of various orders of the teaching

staff of the educational institutions mentioned therein, it does not make any

distinction between aided and un-aided colleges. T YU H1.3%0 ~AEH,
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HEIq% 1. Haed <A In the matter of Pundalik Jalam Patil v/s

Executive Engineer Jalgaon Medium Project & Ors Reported in 2008 AIR (SC)
(Supp) 1025. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has observed as follows (para 23).

“23. Statutes of limitation are sometimes described as statutes of peace.
An_unlimited and perpetual threat of limitation creates insecurity and
uncertainty; some kind of limitation is essential for public order. This court in
Rajender Singh and others v. Santa Singh and others [(1973) 2 SCC 705] has
observed: “the object of law of Limitation is to prevent disturbance and
deprivation _of what may have been acquired in equity and justice by long
enjoyment of what may have been lost by a_prartys own inaction negligence or
laches”. In Motichand v Munshi [(1979) 2 SCR 824], this court observed that this
principle is based on the maxim “interest republicase ut sit finis litum, that is, the
Interest of the State requires that there should be end to litigation but at the
same time law of limitation are a means to ensuring private justice suppressing
raud and perju uickening diligence and preventing oppression. It needs no
restatement at our hands that the object for fixing time limit for litigation is
based on public policy fixing a life span for legal remedy for the purpose of
general welfare. They are ment to see that the parties do not resort to dilatory
tactics but avail their legal remedies promptly. Salmond in his jurisprudence
states that the laws come to the assistance of the vigilant and not of the sleepy”.

The aforesaid ratio has been refreed to by the Hon’ble Bombay High
Court in the matter of Shri Shantilal Babu Patel & Anr V/S Ramakant subrao
Shetye & Ors Reported in 2019 (2) All MR 279.
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Another V/S Bhartiy kamgar sena and & Others with_CIVIL APPEAL NOS.
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Seal St Ty H{PITAT Under the said agreement, the management agreed to

revise the pay scales from time to time in tune with the revision of the pay scales

of the employees of the State. Therefore, the submission of the management in

this regard is liable to be rejected on that ground alone. JUYUFT TeXOT g T
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