TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

There have been some news items appearing in Hindi, English and
other Regional language newspapers regarding 44 Deemed
Universities whose case is pending before the Hon'ble Supreme
Court of India. The University wishes to clarify and inform all
concerned that the Hon’ble Supreme Court had passed an interim
order dated 11.01. 2011 in the matter of Viplav Sharma v/s Union of
India and other WP(C) 142/06 and some directions were given to the

Central Government as under:

“Learned Attorney General appearing on behalf c# thnion of India
through the Ministry of Human Resource and Develapm on
instructions, submitted as under:

(1) In relation to the 44 institutions which halween dealt with in
Annexure VII(d) of the Report of the committeeReview of
Existing Institutions Deemed to be Universitiese t@entral
Government will issue individual notices to eaaltitution
drawing its attention to the deficiencies and callifor an
explanation and response. It is clarified that timstitutions
shall be entitled to not only give a reply on treficdencies but
to make a representation as to the status vis-athis
deficiencies.

(2) Thereafter, each of the institutions will beparately heard.
After hearing each individual institution, the Cexit
Government will pass separate reasoned reportis lkehalf in
relation to each institution and place a comprehemgeport
before this Court.

We direct that notices be issued by the Union dialrwithin two
weeks from today and reply to the notices be filgdin two weeks
thereafter. Let there be no default by any ingttutn this behalf.

The learned Attorney General for India would submat
comprehensive report to this Court on or beforeh2&t April, 2011,
with an advance copy thereof to the learned couagpéaring for the
institutions.

Let this matter be listed on 3rd May, 2011 as {eard.” (Appx-1)



In compliance thereof the Central Government communicated
indicated by the Expert Committee and constituted a Committee
consisting of 3 Officers and also set procedure vide order dated
9" February, 2011 (Appx-2) .

The universities sent their replies on the deficiencies communicated
by the Government which were sent to the same Committee of
Experts (commonly known as Tandon Committee) for comments.
Again the universities were communicated the comments
(deficiencies) to the universities as indicated by Committee of
Experts. The universities submitted answer / representations to the
Government and were given individual hearings also. Meanwhile it
was requested from government side that some more time is needed
to prepare reasoned reports in respect of each of the deemed
universities. After hearing the Hon'ble Supreme Court passed
following order in the matter on 24.08.2011.

“Learned Additional Solicitor General appearing fdahe Union of
India submits that hearing has already been giverd3 institutions
out of 44 institutions. She further submits that thnion of India need
some time to prepare the reports and submit to @osirt. Let the
report be prepared and submitted to this Courtraffizing advance
copies of the report to the learned counsel foe toncerned
institutions on or before 7October, 2011.

Objections to the report, if any, be filed withiwat weeks and
rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed within two wedhkereafter.

Learned Additional Solicitor General submits that far as Jain
University at Bangalore is concerned, hearing woh&lgiven to the
said University either on 5th or 6th September,1201

List these matters for final disposal on%Rovember, 2011.

Interim orders granted by this Court to continuk tthe next date of
hearing.” (Appx-3)



Now reports have been submitted before the Supreme Court based
on the conclusions of Committee of Officers. The deemed universities
are in process of finalizing their objection to the said report. After filing
objections by the universities, the Central Government would like to
file a rejoinder perhaps in individual case which may take some more

time.

For the present the matter is listed for final hearing on
22" November, 2011.

We feel it is our moral duty to keep you abreast with the

developments in the regard.
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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

WRLT PRPITION (CIVIL) NO. 142 0 2006

VIPLAYV SHARMA Petitionai(s)
VERSUS
’ i
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. Regpondent: (&)

(with appln(s) for stay, directions, intexrvention, impleadmont

and permissgion to £file addl. documents any =L nﬂ:&&b_mm-”, t
(FOR FINAL DISPOSAL) Certificd{lo be wue nwpy ‘,
WITH '“?&ﬁ\ ’
Aswibtant Regisirae (Jiy,)
W.p(C) NO. 3489 of 2009
(With application for directions) T TR T E T PR | (i1
W.P(C) NO. 177 of 2010 Supresie Court of [ndia

(With Appln(s) for permission to file synopsis and llist of dates,
directions, and permission to file addl. documents and office
report)

wW.»(C) NO, 152 of 2010
(With application for directions and office report)

W.P(C) NO. 156 of 2010
(With Appln(s) for permission to file synopsis and list of dates,
directions, permission to flle addl. documents and office roeport)

W.P(C) NO. 194 of 2010
(With office repork)

W.P{C) NO. 217 of 2010

(With Applu(s) for directions, permigsion to file addl.
documents, permission to file rejoinder affidavit, permission to
place on record some pictures of infrastructural facilities and
office report)

Date:l1/01/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CoORrAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DALVEIR DBHIANDART
CHON'DLE MR, JUSTICE DEEPAR VERMA



UPON hearing couasel the Court made the following
O -®R DPD-E-R
Tearnaed Attorney seneral .appearing on behalf of
the Union of India through the Ministry of Human Resgouicde

]

and Development, on instructions, submitted as under:

(1) in relation to the 44 institutions which have
been dealt with in Annesure VIIL(d) of the Repoxt of {:he
committee for Review of Existing Ingtitutions Deemad to
ba Universities, the Central Gowvernment will dgliue
individual noticesy to eaach inatitution drawing nts
attention Lo thea deficiancies and calling for an
axplanaticn and responge.. L ig e¢larified that :he
institutions shall be enktitled to not only give a reply
on the deficiencies but to make a representation as tc.
the status vis-a-vis the deficiencies.

-{2) Thereafter, each of the institutiong will be
separately heard,. Aftoer hearing each individiual
institutien, the Central Government will pass separite
reasoned repont In  this behalf in relation Lo each
institution and place a comprehensive report before this

Court.

We direect that notices be issued by the Union of
Tadia within tweo weeks £rom . today and reply to the
notices be filed within two weeks thereafter. Let there

be no default by any institution in this behalf.

The learned Attorney Géneral for India would
gubmit a comprehensive report t@ this Court on or belore
25 of Aprdil, 2011, withman adwvance copy therecf to the
learned counsel appearing for the ingtitutions.

Let this matter be listed on 3* May, 2011 as part-

liearc.



Meganwhile, we direct that the status quo  graned
by this Court shall continue in respect of all the 44
institutions.
) P
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(A.8. BISHI) (NERRU BALJ\. VI
COURT MASTER . COURT MASTER
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APPX-2

F.No.2-29/2006 — U.3A
Government of India
Ministry of Human Resource Development
Department of Higher Education
Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi - 110115
Dated: 9t February 2011

ORDER

Sub: Constitution of Committee to consider the responses from institutions
deemed to be universities, which have failed to satisfy most of the criteria
for the Deemed University status, to the notices issued by the
Government

Whereas, the Central Government had constituted a Committee of Experts to
review the functioning of the existing institutions deemed to be universities, vide notification
no. F. 9-26/2009-U3A dated 6/7/2009, so as to satisfy itself of the justification of such

institutions to continue as institutions deemed to be universities;

2. And whereas, the said Committee had submitted its Report! to the Government on

20/10/2009 which was accepted, in principle, by the Government;

3. Further whereas, the said Committee had, after assessment of the institutions
deemed to be universities, placed 44 institutions, as given in the Annexure to this Order, in
the category of institutions which on an aggregate were found to have failed to satisfy most of
the criteria for the Deemed University status, i.e., which, neither on past performance nor on
their promise for the future, have the attributes, to retain their status as institutions deemed

to be universities;

4. And further whereas, deficiencies found in the above-mentioned institutions vis-
a-vis the parameters used in the Review are already available in the public domain in the
website of the Ministry of Human Resource Development at http://education.nic.in ;

5. And further whereas, the matter is pending in the Supreme Court of India in the
case of Viplav Sharma Vs Union of India & Ors. [WP (C) 142 of 2006] and as directed by the
Hon’ble Supreme Court, vide its ordered dated 11/1/2011, notices mentioning deficiencies
have been issued to each of the 44 institutions deemed to be universities mentioned in the

Annexure to this Order;

6. And further whereas, responses to the notices are to be submitted by the above
mentioned institutions deemed to be universities within the time limit laid down by the

Hon’ble Supreme Court;

by eport of the Committee to Review Functioning of Existing Institutions Deemed to be Universities (2009)
i available at http://education.nic.in.

Page1of5






APPX-3






