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               UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                                  O R D E R

                   On 23rd April, 2015, when the matter was listed,

       after noting the submissions of Mr. Tushar Mehta, learned

       Additional Solicitor General and Mr. Sanjay R. Hegde, learned

       senior counsel appearing for the petitioner, this Court had

       directed as follows:

                  "In our considered opinion, the NAAC shall look
                  into the matter and will decide the issue of
                  accreditation and proceed as per law.    If the
                  NAAC desires to consult the University Grants
                  Commission or consider the report submitted by
                  the U.G.C., it is free to do so. It is hereby
                  made clear that any decision given by the NAAC
                  shall be subject to the result of the writ
                  petition, as well as the further deliberations
                  in the backdrop of rules framed by the Union of
                  India.

                        As the admission time in the universities
                  is fast approaching, the NAAC shall decide the



                  matter within two weeks hence. If the NAAC has
                  already accredited a university, the same
                  status shall remain with the university till
                  the next date of deliberation.      Needless to
                  emphasize,      NAAC   while   determining   the
                  accreditation,    shall    act    with    utmost
                  objectivity."

                   Thereafter,   the   matter   was   listed   on   number   of

       occasions and time was extended.          On 18th August, 2015, the

       following order came to be passed:

                  "Let the matter be listed on 08.09.2015 on
                  which day Mr. Tushar Mehta, learned Additional
                  Solicitor General appearing for the Union of
                  India will obtain instructions whether the 34
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                 Universities who have been conferred the status
                 of deemed Universities suffer any deficiencies
                 and, if so, how much time can be granted for
                 rectification of the deficiencies.

                       Learned counsel appearing for National
                 Assessment and Accreditation Council shall also
                 apprise this Court how much time will be
                 required to deal with the universities for
                 affirmation of grades."

                     Today,     we    have       heard        learned        counsel        fo
r     the

       parties.        As     far    as    the       first       part   of     the       order
    dated

       18th August, 2015, is concerned, we have been apprised by

       Mr. Tushar Mehta, learned Additional Solicitor General that

       the Union of India is going to frame a set of regulations by

       receiving       certain        inputs           from        many        a     organizat
ion.

       Ms. Vibha Datta Makhija, learned senior counsel appearing

       for     the    Ministry        of     Human          Resource         Development,     
      has

       submitted      that     they       will       take    a    decision         in     resp
ect    of

       aspects.       Be it stated with clarity and certitude that the

       said decision has nothing to do with the decision taken by

       the National Assessment and Accreditation Council (NAAC) for

       the present.

                     Be it noted, the tenor of the orders has been to see

       that the NAAC considers the cases of the universities and



       issue the gradation/accreditation.                         At this juncture, it is

       urged by Mr. Maninder Singh, learned Additional Solicitor

       General appearing for National Assessment and Accreditation

       Council       that     the    NAAC    has       already          sent       the    requ
isites
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       formats to many a university, but only five of them have

       responded.

                   Dr. Rajeev Dhavan, learned senior counsel appearing

       for the respondent, per contra, would contend that they have

       no objection to send the self-appraisal report to NAAC, but

       it has incorporated a clause that the university shall give

       an undertaking that they will abide by the 2010 Regulations.

       Be it noted, 2010 Regulations is not the Regulation which

       pertains         to   NAAC.        We      have        been     apprised          that 
    the

       constitutional         validity         of     the      said    Regulations          is
    the

       subject     matter        of      assail     in        some    other     special       
  leave

       petition and transfer petitions before this Court.                                   Be
 that

       as it may, we refrain to comment on that today.

                   Having heard the learned counsel for the parties, it

       is      directed      that     the      NAAC      shall        not   insist         on 
    2010

       Regulations and shall proceed forthwith and the universities

       are directed to send self appraisal format by filling it up

       appropriately sans the said undertaking, within a period of

       ten      days.        The      NAAC      shall         take     up     the        matte
r    as

       expeditiously as possible, and should decide the grant of

       accreditation within a period of eight weeks therefrom.                                
     The

       deficiency shall be sent by e-mail to the Universities so

       that the process is expedited.

                   Needless to say, any action taken by the NAAC in

       praesenti,        shall      be    subject        to    the     result       of    the 
    writ
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       petition.

                      We    have     been     told   at   the    Bar    that    seven

       universities, who were granted time by the University Grants

       Commission to remove the defects, have already done so.                       If

       that is the position, they can submit an application before

       the     NAAC    to   obtain    the    requisite    form   and   can   send   the

       self-appraisal report.               We do not intend to say anything on

       the said score.             We hope that the authorities of NAAC shall

       act with quite promptitude and not seek further adjournment

       or extension of time.

                      Let the matter be listed on 19th November, 2015.

               (Chetan Kumar)                               (H.S. Parasher)
                Court Master                                  Court Master
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               UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                                  O R D E R

                   On 23rd April, 2015, when the matter was listed,

       after noting the submissions of Mr. Tushar Mehta, learned

       Additional Solicitor General and Mr. Sanjay R. Hegde, learned

       senior counsel appearing for the petitioner, this Court had

       directed as follows:

                  "In our considered opinion, the NAAC shall look
                  into the matter and will decide the issue of
                  accreditation and proceed as per law.    If the
                  NAAC desires to consult the University Grants
                  Commission or consider the report submitted by
                  the U.G.C., it is free to do so. It is hereby
                  made clear that any decision given by the NAAC
                  shall be subject to the result of the writ
                  petition, as well as the further deliberations
                  in the backdrop of rules framed by the Union of
                  India.

                        As the admission time in the universities
                  is fast approaching, the NAAC shall decide the
                  matter within two weeks hence. If the NAAC has
                  already accredited a university, the same
                  status shall remain with the university till
                  the next date of deliberation.      Needless to
                  emphasize,      NAAC   while   determining   the
                  accreditation,    shall    act    with    utmost
                  objectivity."

                   Thereafter,   the   matter   was   listed   on   number   of

       occasions and time was extended.          On 18th August, 2015, the

       following order came to be passed:

                  "Let the matter be listed on 08.09.2015 on
                  which day Mr. Tushar Mehta, learned Additional
                  Solicitor General appearing for the Union of
                  India will obtain instructions whether the 34
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                 Universities who have been conferred the status
                 of deemed Universities suffer any deficiencies
                 and, if so, how much time can be granted for
                 rectification of the deficiencies.

                       Learned counsel appearing for National
                 Assessment and Accreditation Council shall also
                 apprise this Court how much time will be
                 required to deal with the universities for
                 affirmation of grades."

                     Today,     we    have       heard        learned        counsel        fo
r     the

       parties.        As     far    as    the       first       part   of     the       order



    dated

       18th August, 2015, is concerned, we have been apprised by

       Mr. Tushar Mehta, learned Additional Solicitor General that

       the Union of India is going to frame a set of regulations by

       receiving       certain        inputs           from        many        a     organizat
ion.

       Ms. Vibha Datta Makhija, learned senior counsel appearing

       for     the    Ministry        of     Human          Resource         Development,     
      has

       submitted      that     they       will       take    a    decision         in     resp
ect    of

       aspects.       Be it stated with clarity and certitude that the

       said decision has nothing to do with the decision taken by

       the National Assessment and Accreditation Council (NAAC) for

       the present.

                     Be it noted, the tenor of the orders has been to see

       that the NAAC considers the cases of the universities and

       issue the gradation/accreditation.                         At this juncture, it is

       urged by Mr. Maninder Singh, learned Additional Solicitor

       General appearing for National Assessment and Accreditation

       Council       that     the    NAAC    has       already          sent       the    requ
isites
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       formats to many a university, but only five of them have

       responded.

                   Dr. Rajeev Dhavan, learned senior counsel appearing

       for the respondent, per contra, would contend that they have

       no objection to send the self-appraisal report to NAAC, but

       it has incorporated a clause that the university shall give

       an undertaking that they will abide by the 2010 Regulations.

       Be it noted, 2010 Regulations is not the Regulation which

       pertains         to   NAAC.        We      have        been     apprised          that 
    the

       constitutional         validity         of     the      said    Regulations          is
    the

       subject     matter        of      assail     in        some    other     special       
  leave

       petition and transfer petitions before this Court.                                   Be
 that



       as it may, we refrain to comment on that today.

                   Having heard the learned counsel for the parties, it

       is      directed      that     the      NAAC      shall        not   insist         on 
    2010

       Regulations and shall proceed forthwith and the universities

       are directed to send self appraisal format by filling it up

       appropriately sans the said undertaking, within a period of

       ten      days.        The      NAAC      shall         take     up     the        matte
r    as

       expeditiously as possible, and should decide the grant of

       accreditation within a period of eight weeks therefrom.                                
     The

       deficiency shall be sent by e-mail to the Universities so

       that the process is expedited.

                   Needless to say, any action taken by the NAAC in

       praesenti,        shall      be    subject        to    the     result       of    the 
    writ
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       petition.

                      We    have     been     told   at   the    Bar    that    seven

       universities, who were granted time by the University Grants

       Commission to remove the defects, have already done so.                       If

       that is the position, they can submit an application before

       the     NAAC    to   obtain    the    requisite    form   and   can   send   the

       self-appraisal report.               We do not intend to say anything on

       the said score.             We hope that the authorities of NAAC shall

       act with quite promptitude and not seek further adjournment

       or extension of time.

                      Let the matter be listed on 19th November, 2015.

               (Chetan Kumar)                               (H.S. Parasher)
                Court Master                                  Court Master


