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VI PLAV SHARNA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
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W TH

WP.(C No. 349/2009

Wth WP. (C) No. 30/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for early hearing and O fice Report)

WP.(C No. 30/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for early hearing and O fice Report)

WP.(C No. 152/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for directions and Ofice Report)

WP.(C No. 156/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for pernission to file synopsis and |ist of dates
and appln.(s) for directions and appln.(s) for pernmission to file
addi ti onal docunents and O fice Report)

WP.(C No. 177/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for permission to file additional docunents and
appl n.(s) for pernission to file synopsis and |ist of dates and
appl n.(s) for directions and Office Report)

WP.(C No. 191/2010

(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(C No. 194/2010

(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(C No. 217/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for pernission and appln.(s) for perm ssion to
file rejoinder affidavit and appln.(s) for pernmission to file
addi ti onal docunments and appln.(s) for directions and Ofice
Report)

WP.(C No. 119/2011

(Wth appln.(s) for stay and appln.(s) for clarification of
court’s order and appln.(s) for directions and Ofice Report)

Date : 23/02/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.
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Raj eev Kumar Gupta, Adv.
Abhi shek Ki shor

Devender Kumar Saini, AAG Haryana
Sanj ay Kumar Vi sen, AOR

S.K Arora, AOR
H manshu Gupta, AOR
Abhi nav Mukerji, AOR

Gopal Singh, ACR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng

ORDER

I n pursuance of our earlier order dated 08.01. 2015, the
Uni versity Grants Commi ssion (UGC) has carried out the physical
i nspection in respect of eight universities. In respect of seven

Education &



Research, Chennai; (ii) Acadeny of Maritine Education & Training,

Channai ; (rii) Ponnai ah Ramaj ayam Institute of Sci ence &
Technol ogy, Thanjavur, Tam | Nadul; (iv) Mharshi Mrkandeshwar
Uni versity, Mul | ana, Anbal a, Har yana; (v) Manav Rachna

I nternational University, Faridabad; (vi) Vinayaka M ssion’'s
Research Foundationn, Salem Tam | Nadu; and (vii) Institute of
Advanced Studies in Education, Sardarshahr, Churu, Rajasthan, the
UGC has found as follows :

"The Conmi ssion exam ned the Reports of the UGC

Expert Conmittee and observed nunber of
deficiencies in these institutions Deened to be
Uni versities inspected by the Committee. The
Commi ssi on al so noted observations of Joint
Secretary (Hi gher Educati on), VHRD. The

Conmi ssion noted that despite | apse of severa
years, these institutions have not yet rectified
their shortcom ngs. The Conmi ssion after due
deli berations resolved that the Report of the
Expert Committee shoul d be exami ned by the Bureau
in order to identify the major deficiencies which
shal | subsequently be comrunicated to the MHRD,
seven Institutions Deened to be universities and
also to the Hon' bl e Suprene Court of I|ndia.
After detailed deliberations, the Conmmi ssion
decided to give themthe final opportunity to
rectify their deficiencies within a maxi mum
peri od of one year and submt the conpliance
report to the UGC within this period, failing
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whi ch recommendati ons will be nmade to the MHRD
for denotification of Deened to be Universities
st at us"

As far as the eighth university, nanely, Gurukula Kangri
Vi shwavi dyal aya, Haridwar is concerned, the following is the
resol ution :

"Consi dered and approved that the Report of
Gurukul Kangri Vi shwavi dyal aya, Haridwar be sent
to the MHRD and to the Hon' bl e Suprene Court of
I ndia."

It is submtted by M. Maninder Singh, |earned senior counsel
that Gurukul a Kangri Vi shwavi dyal aya, Hari dwar has nunber of
defi ci enci es whi ch have been enunerated in the affidavit filed on
16. 02. 2015. Learned counsel appearing for the Universities prays
for three weeks time to file reply to the same. The prayer stands
al | oned.

As far as seven universities are concerned, |earned counse
appearing for themare also granted three weeks tinme to file their
reply to the sane.

At this juncture, M. Tushar Mehta, |earned Additiona
Solicitor General submtted that the Union of India has taken a
decision to lay down the criteria for having the inputs from al
I ndia Council for Technical Education (Al CTE), National Board of
Accreditation (NBA), National Assessnent and Accreditation Counci
(NAAC) and University Grants Conmission (UGC) and would finalise
the sane within three nmonth’s tine. At this juncture, Dr. Rajeev
Dhawan, | earned senior counsel appearing for sone of the
Universities, submtted that if the Central Governnment intends to
frane any guidelines or set out any criteria, it has to do it
through a set of regulations and not by executive decision. M.
Tushar Mehta, |earned Additional Solicitor General, shall reply to
the said argunent.



We have al so been apprised by Dr. Dhawan and M. Vi kash Singh
| earned seni or counsel representing sone of the universities who
come within the rest of 33 (as the total nunber of universities is
41), that they were inspected by the UGC sonetine in the year
2009- 2010 and the UGC had sent a report to the Central Governnent
to take a decision. It is urged by themthat the Centra
Governnent is under obligation to take a decision on the basis of
the report. The UGC report is not on record. Be it noted, on the
previ ous occasion, we had directed the Central Governnment to take a
decision on the said report in respect of the other thirty-three
universities and at that point of tine to produce the report.

M. Mani nder Singh, |earned senior counsel, submits that he
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will file the decision taken by the Union of India along with the
i nspection report within three weeks hence.

At this juncture, we have been apprised by M. Maninider
Si ngh, | earned senior counsel that every deemed university has to
be verified within a span of five years. Lear ned seni or counse
appearing for the universities submtted that they have no
obj ection for regular physical verification

W will be failing in our duty, if we do not take a subnission
conversed by Dr. Dhawan and M. Singh on behalf of the
universities, that the disability that has been stanped on the
uni versities should be renoved. To el aborate, the disability is
that on the basis of "Tandon Committee Report", they have been
categorized in the 'C category of the universities though sone of
them have been put in the conpartnent of category 'A as per NAAC
It is submitted by themthat it is the NAAC which is the only
agency to grant accreditation. Al these aspects shall be adverted
to after the decision of the Central Governnent is brought on
record within the tine stipul ated herei nabove.

The respondents are at liberty to file their reply to the
affidavit filed by the Union of India within two weeks therefrom
As the matter has been prolonged for |ong, we direct the Union of
India to take a decision within the tinme frane fixed by us and file
the same before the Court.

Let the matter be listed at 2.00 p.m on 06. 04. 2015.

(@l shan Kunar Arora) (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master Court Master



