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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s). 8597/2007
(Fromthe interimjudgnment and order dated 30.04.2007 passed by
the H GH COURT of Judicature at Bonbay in Wit Petition No. 7683
of 2006)

COUNCI L OF ARCHI TECTURE Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
BHAUSAHEB GOVI NDRAO JADHAV & ORS. Respondent (s

(Wth appln(s) for permission to place addl. docunents on record and
vacating interimorder and prayer for interimrelief)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

W TH SLP(C) NO. 8902 of 2007

(Wth appln(s) for perm ssion to place addl. docunents on record and
vacating interimorder and prayer for interimrelief and office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

Date: 13/02/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA

Naveen R Nat h, Adv.
Het u Aror a, Adv.
Lalit Mhini Bhat, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)
In SLP (C 8597/07

In SLP (C) 8902/07 Raj u Ranthandran, Sr. Adv.

Sanj ay Sharawat , Adv

Sudhanshu S Choudhari, Adv.
Suni | Upadhyay, Adv.

Vijay Lakshim , Adv.

Nar esh Kunmar, Adv.

Respondent ( s)

FOR U. O I. PP Mal hotra, ASG
TS Doabi a, Sr. Adv.
Vi kas Bansal , Adv.
Ki tan Chaw a, Adv.
Chet an Chawl a, Adv.
Shal i nder Sai ni, Adv.
DS Mahr a, Adv.
Manpr eet Si ngh Doabi a, Adv.
Vi kas Bansal , Adv.
Sushma Suri , Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

These petitions arise out of an interimjudgnment and
order dated 30.4.2007 passed by the Hi gh Court of Judicature

at Bonmbay in Wit Petition No. 7683 of 2006. By the said



O der t he Hi gh Court has restrained t he petitioner

Speci al Leave Petition (Civil) No. 8902 of 2007 from acting

as a Menber and Presi dent of the Council of Architecture,
pendi ng di sposal of the writ petition. The wit petition is

still pending before the High Court.

This Court had vide order dated 16.05.2007, stayed the

operation of the inpugned order. The result is that the

petitioner, who was el ected as Menber and President of the

Council of Architecture way back in the year 2004 continues

to act as Menber and Pr esi dent of t he Counci

Architecture, apparently by default.

M. Raju Ranthandran, |earned senior counsel appearing
for the petitioner in Special Leave Petition (Cvil) No.
8902 of 2007 has in the above connection drawn our attention
to Rules 5 and 23 of the Council of Architecture Rules,
1973, as anended by Notification dated 25th June, 2009.

submitted that since the ordinary tenure of the posts to

which his client was elected expired in the year 2007, the
Central Governnment had to notify the vacancy and request the

Returning Officer to hold an election by a date not |ater

t han t he date speci fied in t he noti ce. He ur ged

nom nation of the Returning Oficer is also to be made by
the Central CGovernnment itself and that for reasons best
known to the Central Governnent no notification has been
issued in terms of Rules 5 and 23 nor any Returning Oficer
has been appointed to hold the el ection.

M. Naveen R Nath, |earned counsel appearing for the
Council of Architecture, subnits that Council has repeatedly
passed Resol utions between 2008 and 2011 pointing out that
fresh el ections are due and requested the Central Governnent
to act in the matter. Despite such Resol utions and requests
made to the Central Governnent, the later has failed to take
any action in natter.

M. PP Mal hotra, |earned Additional Solicitor Genera

in

of

t hat



is unable to explain the reasons for the inaction of the
Central Gover nment . He seeks t wo weeks’ time to t ake
instructions in the matter and to make his subni ssions.

Post these matters on 12.03.2012. Needf ul be done in

t he neanti ne.

(N. K. Coel) (Veena Kher a)
Court Master Court Master



