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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A NCS 22 & 23 IN ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 887 OF 2009

UNI VERSI TY OF KERALA Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

COUNCI L, PRI NCI PALS’ , COLLEGES, KERALA &CRS Respondent (s)

(For vacating stay and directions and office report)

Date: 16/11/2011 These applications were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASCK KUMAR GANGULY
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR

For Appellant(s) Gopal Subramani um Sr. Adv(AC)

R Sat hi sh, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) Sanj ay Pari kh, Adv.
Mant a Saxena, Adv.
A. N. Singh, Adv.
Pranav Rai na, Adv.

Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv.
A. Subhashi ni , Adv.

A. Mari ar put ham Adv. Gen.
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Yusuf Khan, Adv.

M s. Ar put ham Aruna & Co.

S=5 §F §55FF

—
o
=

Amit Kumar, Adv.
Avijit Mani Tripathi, Adv.
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G N. Reddy, Adv.
C. Kannan, Adv.
Ravi Shankar, Adv.
Am tesh Kumar, Adv.
Ravi Kant, Adv.
Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
E.MS. Anam Adv.

Anil K. Jha , Adv
C. K. Sucharita , Adv

K. R Sasiprabhu, Adv.

Khawai r akpam Nobi a Si ngh, Adv.
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H K Puri , Adv



V.G Pragasam , Adv

S.J. Aristotl e, Adv.

Pr abur amasubr amani am Adv.
M L. Lahoty, Adv.
Paban K. Sharnm, Adv.
Gargi B. Bharali, Adv.
Sukumar Agarwal , Adv.

H K Puri, Adv.

s. Priya Puri, Adv.

A. C. Dhanda, Adv.

Shai | Kumar Dwi vedi, Adv.

Lakshm Raman Si ngh

s. D. Bharathi Reddy , Adv

Shivaji M Jadhav , Adv

H m nder Lal , Adv

T. Anani ka, Adv.

Radha Shyam Jena , Adv

H manshu Shekhar , Adv
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T. Mahi pal , Adv
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P.V. Dinesh , Adv
Ansar Ahmad Chaudhary , Adv

T. V. George, Adv

s 5 55

R C Kohli, Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

It appears that Interlocutory Application Nos.22-23
have been filed by the | earned Anmicus Curiae and al so by the
Students Union of Jawahar Lal Nehru University (for short
"JNU ) for some nodifications of the directions contained in
the order dated Septenber 22, 2006 relating to the hol di ng of
elections in JNU. It appears that by an order dated Novenber
11, 2009, divergence of views were expressed in connection
with this matter as to the jurisdiction of this Court in
passing the order dated Septenber 22, 2006, as it was opined

by Katj u J. t hat such an or der anount s

to

j udi ci al



| egislation. Matter was directed to be placed before a | arger
Bench and the matter is possibly pending decision before a

| ar ger Bench.

Pendi ng deci si on of t he sai d quest i on,

appl i cations for nodi fi cati on have been filed

appears that these applications have been assigned to this

Court under the orders of Hon' ble the Chief Justice of
4

I ndi a.
In view of the above, this Court proposes to take up
these applications considering the urgency in this matter
This Court requests the counsel to informDr. Rajiv
Dhawan, | ear ned seni or counsel for t he Uni versity,
appear before the Court, as the matter is to be taken up

t onorr ow.
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