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| TEM NO 301 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I.A. No. 75/2013 in Wit Petition(s)(GCvil) No(s).  142/2006
VI PLAV SHARNMA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(for directions and office report)

Date : 27/10/2014 This application was called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN

For Applicant(s) M. Pravin H Parekh, Sr. Adv.
M. Kshatrshal Raj, Adv.
M. Vishal Prasad, Adv. for
Ms. Parekh & Co.
For Petitioner(s) M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
M. Anil Kumar M shra-1, Adv.
M. S. Nthin, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
ua M. Tushar Mehta, A S. G
M . Cheta Chaw a, Adv.
Ms. Rashm WMal hotra, Adv.
M. M Khairati, Adv.
Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.
M. B.V. Bal ram Das, Adv.
UGC M. Manoj R Sinha, Adv.
Signature Not Verified
M. T. Mahipal, Adv.
Digitally signed by
Raj esh Dham
Date: 2014.10. 29
16:58: 27 I ST
MCI M. Gaurav Sharnmm, Adv.
Reason:
Ms. Anmandeep Kaur, Adv.
M. Prateek Bhatia, Adv.
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M. K K Mni, Adv.
Ms. T. Archana, Adv.
M. Abhi shek Krishna, Adv.
Al CTE M. Amtesh Kumar, Adv.
M . Shashank Shekhar, Adv.



Navi n Prakash, Adv.
Puducherry V.G Pragasam Adv.

S.J. Aristotle, Adv.

Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

G Umapat hy, Adv.
Rakesh K. Sharma, Adv.

R Ayyam Perunal , Adv.

P. Venkat Reddy, Adv.
Sumant h Nookal a, Adv. for
s Venkat Pal wai Law Associ at es

Irshad Ahnmad, A A G
Ahmad S. Azhar, Adv.
M R Shanshad, Adv.

Vi vek Singh, Adv.
Avi nash Tirpathi, Adv.

R S. Suri, Sr. Adv.

Rahul Mal hotra, Adv.

Avi nash Kumar, Adv.

Pal | avi Tayal Chadda, Adv.

Mat hai M Pai dakay, Sr. Adv.
Shi shir Pinaki, Adv.

Anas Shammad, Adv.

Sanj ay Jain, Adv.

SSS5 555 S5 555 555 5 55 555 %

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER
Heard M. Pravin H Parekh, |earned senior
counsel for t he appl i cant - Gur ukul Kangr i

Vi shwavi dyal a, M. Tushar Mehta, |earned Additi onal
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Solicitor Gener al for t he Uni on of I ndi a
M. Manoj R. Si nha, | ear ned counsel for
Uni versity Grants Commi ssion.

By this application, the applicant - Gurukul

Kangri Vi shwavi dyal a, has prayed for a  nunber
reliefs. The reliefs whi ch are rel evant are
foll ows:

"(a) direct the respondents to allocate and
rel ease the bal ance amount of Rs. 18.01 crores
as recommended by the UGC XIth Plan Visiting
Conmittee in its report (obtained under RTlI on

22.09.2011) to the Applicant - Gurukul Kangri

and

t he

of

as



Vi shwavi dyal a;

(b) direct the respondents to release grant to
the Applicant - Qurukul Kangri Vishwavidyal a

with regard to the additional posts of staff

(55 posts) r ecommended by UcC
visiting Conmittee in its report
under RTI on 22.09.2011);

(c) direct the Respondent No. 1 and Respondent

No. 2 to direct NAAC (an autononobus body of

UGC) to continue the process for grading for

re-accreditation to t he Appl i cant
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Xlth Pl an

(obt ai ned

- Gur ukul

Kangri Vi shwavi dyal a after foll owi ng due

pr ocedur e;

(d) direct t he Respondent No
officially comunicate the XIith Plan Visiting
Conmittee report (obt ai ned under

22.09.2011) to the Applicant;"

2, UGC to

RTI on

It is t he st and of t he Uni versity Grants

Conmi ssion that the applicant is presently paid the
mai nt enance grants and no other grant as it has been
cat egori sed as 'C cat egory Uni vers
submitted by M. Manoj R Sinha that the grants can
be nade available if the University gets into 'B
cat egory and for t he sai d pur pos
i nspection is necessary.
It is stated that on the previous occasion
vi de order dated 26.09.2014, this Court had directed
physi cal inspection of certain Universities as it did
not accept the statenent of the University Grants
Commi ssi on t hat t he i nspection shoul d
vi deogr aphy and ordi nary phot ographs.
On a query bei ng made, M .
| earned Additional Solicitor General, submitted that

because of cat egori sati on t he pr esent
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ty. It

e, physi ca

be made

Tushar Meht a,

probl em

by

has



cropped up. He undertakes to file an affidavit of

t he conpet ent aut hority of t he Uni on of I ndi a
clarifying t he position within a period of f our
weeks.

In t he meant i ne, t he Uni versity G ants

Commi ssion is directed to send a teamfor inspection
of the applicant - Gurukul Kangri Vishwavidyala and
file a report before this Court within a period of
three weeks. The report shall indicate, whether the
appl i cant - Gur ukul Kangr i Vi shwavi dyal a can be
categoried as 'C/'B /' A depending upon the criteria
fixed by the University Grants Conmi ssion

It is clarified t hat this Court woul d
restrain itself in grading the University as it is in
t he domai n of t he Uni versity Grants Conmi ssi on
subject to linmted judicial review

After the inspection report is filed and the
gradati on is det er m ned, appropriate order can be
passed. A copy of the report shall be supplied to
M. Pravin H Parekh, |earned senior counsel for the

applicant - QGurukul Kangri Vishwavidyala as well as

to M. Tushar Meht a, | ear ned Addi ti onal Solicitor
Gener al
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Lear ned seni or counsel for the applicant
shal | be at liberty to file obj ection/reply, i f

required, within two weeks

Li st the application after six weeks.

(RAJESH DHAM ( RENUKA SADANA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



