Wb

F‘a;“l

ie

-

22

Mo AN

|
LN )

t

t

il

T VA
B ¢

&

\1 .

b

<

o

-

@

> f\fwrw; Ry
“‘,‘m qu i ’T[ K'Y A, it I’J(WI" ?/ e ( wt'! /

N )YP..},,/U )

el srriee r
Vs, g’:’::“‘/"r( L bn

: (8,8} o
CALy ol /
HIAAT G s oy . - ./ |
. ' ’ e (74 |
ST THY e - 4 adi |
oy el ,? v
Feretien-08/07/2021 gw,ﬁw
Mmmmml(mmmm 1
TR Ay 3oy appres # b Svvafiearan_o i 4 kv fr o

me qujfrw ; hg &8 B o vk et s o e
GERT gAMY Yarait 5y ﬁmwﬁw’w 0 W 2012 W wehtx 18§ Froufmarer
P e st oy o iy g Pgum g gar spzer 4 witt

FROT @ W Warw v g sty S ertreds g o oy

I G FRAT FETHY 5wy 3t
wArdy st & dfer oy G o =
aﬁfmﬁ’zﬁmfﬂtﬂ'mm-ﬁ. g FTTOT 731 3730

3 H;;azr a T lﬁ'vaaﬂ R g ol et vt e lfarasT Y G 6 ey g
TETl S forew e 4 Tarat vk ot e wiyey v 1 i
ATy
ﬂ-%gw \ 2\
\ i '\
| ]2,/ \W 2N \
N Oyt (’ﬂ
A Y\ &2 [za T2
n e -
ARG W cwahfraer vd fnang
st stezfndy st gegrarn
QBTG 3y
W/,—j{",

AR N et e M -

e 0 Wl DY

A

_ cann G liasml

il

Scanned byAC_a'mScanher



Rowm— frer, Afgen dreifaa wrom, Taeem 71 v gem-es2, fimrs
28,07.2021 |
U _ufa,

9T fA0uz 1 s AEa sadieT w7 3 7 @ |
2-  faow gw1 e R 2 fp Afeen dEifie weem Sevaw
Wﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁmnéﬁmﬁmawwmzmaﬁﬁawa@
&1 ARG g Ty § |

3—  fAouw @ wiemw 9 Saa & W F WA 9 93 GE-r40, AT o
SeIE, 2021 @ B H Frewe, Az dreiie TGIE, Cadien B &adc
PRI AT § T WRem # ud 4 wfaer w wrdRa @ wEmiid 2R % 201
@1 i a4 2017 F A w9 B U § B 18 RaoEe, 2017 & asafEes
A e W A B, B e 7 UeT & 3w eeunEt /e
& AR B B W G T R B BT Y a4 e pEe B At
B AP R @ IR V&G 7 WM FEhad s 5 oo s &
|t Frat o e B ow qd e s e s & ok
gferd ®Y &g A0 9T AT # E 915 3R Y T Rhwd gewavs
Wﬁmﬁmﬁmwmﬁzonnmwﬁrmw—@w
W&WWW@W%WWWHWWW
e H198 WRIH R W0 Sad e 3 HoTHoti0 He—18s4s —
18867 /2018 T @1 Ty, foraad ey f&ia o1 atie, 2019 & @ wREr
HHARGT & I 1R 9181 BT disposed of @Y faam 2w &

It SWigd 49t Rofd A s@wa B g wesfa @ qem A
R U gl / AT W:I\T_ﬂrﬁ' AN

o K )Py ACPETR ST
fom T e
é\%s(\ | “Pazy
'),\ 3 |fug
%\ '\ aar#n‘si Mm fam

w&“‘“@ﬁ‘{( \Im:j Do “3
e e A L—J—,T,P

M)
Y

Scanned by CamScanner




“ Y
e D\mﬁﬁahamrﬁ

AN
{(, }7 ',7, /,/ _
AL =g

Scanned by CamScanner



i
ITEM NO.52 COURT NO.14 SECTION X

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) Nos.18848-18867/2018

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 31-05-2018
in wp No.568/2017, WP No.125/2014 (S/B), WP No.525/2017 (S/B),wp
No.33/2018 (S/B), WP No0.40/2018 (S/B), WP No.38/2018 (S/B), WP
No.48/2018 (S/B), WP No.46/2018 (S/B), WP No.47/2018 (s/B), wp
No.49/2018 (S/B), WP No0.50/2018 (S/B), WP No.42/2018 (S/B), wp
No.39/2018 (S/B), WP No.45/2018 (S/B), WP No0.43/2018 (s/B), wp
No.44/2018 (S/B), WP No.41/2013 (S/B), WP No0.60/2018 (s/B) and
order dated 03-07-2018 in MCC No.810/2018 in WP No.568 of 20617 and

order dated 11-07-2018 in MCC No.877/2018 in WP No.568 of 2017
passed hy the High Court of Uttarakhand at Nainital)

WOMEN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

——

Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

—_—

STATE OF UTTARAKHAND & ORS. Respondent (s)

IA 138565/2018-EXEMPTION FROM FILING oT
WITH

SLP(C) No. 20153-20172/2018 (X)
SLP(C) No. 22082/2018 (X)
SLP(C) No. 22923/2018 (X)

Date : 01-84-2019 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDIRA BANERJEE

For Parties (s) Mr. P.S. Patwalia, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Siddharth Batra, AOR
Mr. Vishwajeet Arora, Adv.

Mr. Jitendra Mohan Sharma, Adv.

Mr. Rajiv Nanda, AOR

Dr. (mrs. ) Vvipin Gupta, AOR
Mr. Ravindra S. Garia, AOR

Gepir Mo aled
i) Mr. Tushar Mehta, SG6
g?ééé Ms. Rachna Gandhi, Adv.
Mr. Pradeep Rai, Adv.
Mr. K.M. Monika, Adv.
Mr. Upendra Narayan Mishra, Adv.
Ms. Vanshaja Shukla, AOR
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iy, Jitender Yohan Sharma, Adv.
sanpreet Singh Ajmani, Adv.

#r, Ravindra 5. 6Garia, AOR

ir. Sandeep Singh, Adv.

Mr. Shashank 3ingh, Adv.

Kr. Lakshmeesh S. Kamath, AOR
Soheh Rahman, Adv.

Kr., Pradeep Gupta, Adv.

¥r. Parinav Gupta, Adv.

Mrs. HMansi Gupta, Adv.

Yr. Wazir Singh Malik, Ady.
Moazzam Ali, Adv.

Or, (Mrs. ) Vipin Gupta, ACOR

“r. Farrukh Rasheed, AOR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

We have heard learned counsel for the parties and
are satisfied that the process envisaged by us in the order

dated 25.08.2012 has been complied with. Thus, the present

proceedings are closed in terms thereof.

The special leave petitions are “accordingly

disposed of,

Pending application(s),' if “any, shall also stand
disposed of,

(POOJA ARORA) ANITA RANI AHUJA
COURT MLSTER ( )

COURT MASTER
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAINITAL

Writ Petition No. 568 of 2017 (8/B)

Technical Teachers Welfare Society & others

....Petitioners
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others
....Respondents
With
Writ Petition No. 125 of 2014 (S/B)
Vijay Saini & others ....Petitioners
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others
....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 525 of 2017 (8/B)
Technical Teachers Welfare Society & others
....Petitioners
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others
....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 33 of 2018 (8/B)
Sandeep Kumar ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others
....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 40 of 2018 (8/B)
Smt. Pooja Joshi ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others
....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 38 of 2018 (S/B)
Dev Baloni ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others
....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 48 of 2018 (8/B)
Ms, Priyanka Saini ....Petitioner

Versus
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Btate of Uttarakhand i gihers

o HESpEMAdenits
Writ Petition Wo, 47 of 2018 (B/B)

Hhupesh Bingh o PEUITET

Versus

Btate of Uttaralchnnd fs others

o PESpONdenis
Writ Petition No, 46 of 2018 (8/B)

Abhishele Bhartiyn ...Petitioner
Versus

State of Uttarakhand fi others

-...Respondents
Writ Petition No. 49 of 2018 (8/8)

Ms. Priyanka Singh

L Petitioner
Versus

State of Uttarakhand & others

....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 50 of 2018 (8/B)

Smt. Manisha Gupta ....Petitioner
Versus

State of Uttarakhand & others

| ....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 42 of 2018 (8/B)

8mt. Anjna Kothari Gaur

....Petitioner
Versus

State of Uttarakhand & others

....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 39 of 2018 (B/B)

Mr. Amit Moray ....Petitioner
Versus

State of Uttarakhand & others

....Respondents
Writ Petition No, 45 of 2018 (8/B)

Ms, Vijeta Pal ....Petitioner
Versus

State of Uttarakhand & others

....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 43 of 2018 (8/B)
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Sri Ashish Kumar

....Petitioner
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others
....ReSpondents
Writ Petition No. 44 of 2018 (8/B)
Sri Raman Kumar Arora ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Uttarakhand & others i
....Respondents

Writ Petition No. 41 of 2018 (8/B)

Ms. Aakanksha Devrani
Versus

State of Uttarakhand & others

....Petitioner

....Respondents
Writ Petition No. 60 of 2018 (8/B)

Bhupesh Singh & others

....Petitioners
Versus

State of Uttarakhand & others

....Respondents

Mr. M.C.Pant and Mr. Kishor Kumar, Advocates for the petitioners.
Mr. P.C.Bisht, Standing Counsel for the State.,

Mr. Rajendra Dobhal, Senior Advocate assisted by Mr. Anu!
Bahuguna, Advocate for the for the respondents no. 5 & 6.
Ms. Pritika Dwivedi, Advocate for the respondents no. 7.

Mr. Bhupesh Kandpal, Advocate for the respondent no.9.

Mr. Lokendra Dobhal Advocate for the respondents no. 10 and 11.

Dated - 31.05.2018

Coram: Hon’ble Rajiv 8 J.
Hon'’ble Alok 8 J.

Oral: Hon’ble iv Sharma, J.

Since the common questions of law and facts are
involved in the above titled writ petitions, hence the same
are being taken up together and adjudicated by this
common judgment. However, in order to maintain clarity,
the facts of WPSS No.568 of 2017 have been taken into

..... At
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2. The grievance of the petitioners is that their

contracts have not been renewed and the continustion of
respondent no.5 as Dircctor of the Institution is illegal,

3. The 8Btate of Uttarakhand has enacted the Act
called  Uttaranchal Technical University  Act, 2005
(hereinafter to be referred as ‘the Act), Bection 2(m) defines
‘Constituent College'. The ‘University’ is a body corporate,
The powers and duties of the ‘Chancellor’ have heen
provided u/s 6. The appointment of Vice Chancellor’ is
stipulated u/s 8, The powers and duties of the Vice
Chancellor have been defined u/s 10 of the Act, Section 20

cmpowers the State Government to frame the First
Regulations,

4. In sequel to the directions issued by this Court,

the Vice Chancellor has passed the following order on
16.10.2017.

“As per Office Order 9945/VC/UTC/2017, Dated 3
Oct. 16, 2017, you are hereby directed to handover -
all the accounts, cheque book and relevant
documents to the Finance Office of the University

with immediate effect. This arrangement has been

made in the reference to the directions from Hon’ble

High court dated Oct, 13, 2017 to restore the
academic and administrative environment in the
Institute, in the larger interest of students and
faculty, till further order. "

5. A Public Litigation Interest (PIL) was filed bearing
WPPIL No.113 of 2017 before this Court. This Court
disposed of the WPPIL No.113 of 2015 on 25.10.2017. The
Court’s order reads as under: -

“In this Public Interest Litigation, Ms, Razia Sultan,
learned counsel holding brief of Mr. Abhishek Verma,
learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that
pursuant to the order passed by this Court and following
negotiations, the classes have been started. An application
for dismissal of the writ petition has been filed by Mr. M.C.
Pant, learncd counsel for the party respondent/
respondent no, 11,

2. Mr. Subhash Upadhyay, learned counsel appearing for
reapondent no. 2/Director of the Institute, on the other
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hand, would submit that the administrative and financial
control of the Director have been taken away.

3. We close this writ petition. We only make it clear that
this judgment will not stand in the way of the State

Government in considering any representation filed by the
respondent no. 2/Director in accordance with law,
4. Application for dismissal stands disposed of.”

6. It is evident from the operative portion of the

judgment cited hereinabove that respondent no.5, herein,
was directed to file a representation and the State
Government was directed to decide the same, The

representation was decided by the Additional Chief
Secretary on 13.11.2017.

7. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State

has failed to point out under what authority he has passed

the order on 13.11.2017 nullifying the order dated
16.10.2017,

8 The Vice Chancellor has cancelled the earlier

order dated 16.10.2017, after the order passed by the
Additional Chief Secretary on 13.11.2017 on 30.11.2017.

9 The affairs of the respondent-institution are to be

regulated under the University Act. The State Government,
till date, has not framed First Regulations under Section

30, which has further resulted in deterioration of academic
standards.

10 The orders passed by the Additional Chief
Secretary is without authority, thus void ab initio.

Consequently, the order dated 16.10.2017 is also bad in
law.

11. We have a long interaction with the respondent
no.5, who is present in the Court. She apprised the Court
that the advertisements were published on 14.6.2016 and
on 29.04.206 for filling up the post of Director. However,
the selection process, till date, has not been completed.
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The State Government has also not created posts as per
Section 6(j) of the Act. It is incumbent upon the Stafe
Government to impart the quality education to the
students. The posts are also required to be filled up as per

the norms laid down by UGC and by the All India Council
of Technical Education Act.

12. The petitioners have relied upon the orders

passed by the Division Bench of this Court in WPSB No.193
of 2014 and analogous matters on 01.12.2015. The
judgment dated 01.12.2015 rendered by the Division Bench
of this Court was upheld by the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

13. Accordingly, the writ petitions are disposed of,
Order under challenge in WPSB No.568 of 2017 along with

consequential orders are quashed and set-aside,

A. The respondent-State is directed to frame First
Regulations under Section 30 of the Act, within three

months from today.

B. The respondents are directed to complete the
selection process for the post of Director within three
months from today, as per the norms of UGC and the
guidelines prescribed under the All India Council of
Technical Education Act.

C. The respondent-Institution is also directed to
engage the petitioners on contractual basis, in view of the
observations made by the Division Bench of this Court in
WPSB No0.193 of 2014 and analogous matters on
01.12,2015 within three weeks from today.

D. The respondent-State is directed to ensure
creation of posts as per Section 6(j) within a period of three
months from today, to improve the academic standards in

the respondent-Institution.
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E. The respondent no.5 is directed to consider the
leave applications of the petitioners sympathetically and
give access to the facilities to the petitioners available in the

University without causing any hindrance.

F, Petitioners shall file affidavits within two weeks’
before this Court undertaking not to create any law and

order problem in the eventuality of their contracts being
renewed.

14, Pending applications stand disposed of in the
aforesaid terms.

(Alok Singh, J.) (Rajiv Sharma, J.)

NISHANT /Kaushal
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ITEM NO.2 COURT NO.4 SECTION X

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Peti
etition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) Nos.18848-18867/2018

.{ﬁr-tl«rii':q% 0";680/f impugned final judgment and order dated 31-05-2018
No. 525/&817 32(—)17 31-05-2018 in WP No. 125/2014 31-05-2018 in WP
40/2018 31-65 1-65:2018 in WP No. 33/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No.
31-05-2018" -2018 in WP No. 38/2018 31-9?-2018 in WP No. 48/2018
2018 1 in WP No, 46/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No. 47/2018 31-95-

in WP No. 49/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No. 50/2018 31-05-2018 in
WP No. 42/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No. 39/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No.
45/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No. 43/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No. 44/2018
31-05-2018 in WP No. 41/2018 31-05-2018 in WP No. 60/2018 03-07-
2018 ?n MCC No. 810/2018 11-07-2018 in MCC No. B877/2018 passed by
the High Court of Uttarakhand at Nainital)

(IA 98547/2018-EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT &
IA 98549/2018-EXEMPTION FROM FILING 0.7.)

WOMEN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

THE STATE OF UTTARAKHAND & ORS. Respondent (s)

WITH

SLP(C) No. 20153-20172/2018 (X)
SLP(C) No. 22082/2018 (X)

SLP(C) No. 22923/2018 (X)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.117885/2018-EXEMPTION FROM FILING
0.T. and IA No.117886/2018-PERMISSION TO FILE LENGTHY LIST OF DATES
and IA No.117884/2018-PERMISSION TO  FILE  ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS)

Date : 25-09-2018 These matters were called on for hearing today.
CORAM : -
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KURIAN JOSEPH

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL

Counsel appearing for the parties:-

b - Mr. J.M. Sharma, Sr. Adv.
ol il Mr. Ajit Sharma, Adv.
G Mr. Sanpreet Singh Ajmani, Adv.

Mr. Pranshu Koshal, Adv.
Mr. Manohar Pratap, Adv.
Mr. B. Sharma, Adv.

Mr. S. Seth, Adv.

.__-d

el
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Mr. p.s. Patwalia, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Siddharth Batra, AOR

Ms. Garima Sehgal, Adv.

Mr. Sanat Kumar, Sr. Adv.&AAG
Mr. Rajiv Nanda, AOR

Mr. Ravindra s. Garia, AOR
Mr. Shashank Singh, Adv.

Mr. Lakshmeesh S. Kamath, AOR
Mr. Soheb Rahman, Adv.

Mr. Farrukh Rasheed, AOR
Mr. Obaidullah, Adv.
Ms. Nidhi Rai, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Heard the learned Senior counsel appearing for the parties.

s J The State of Uttarakhand is directed to finalize the process
of promulgation of Regulations under Section 38 of the Uttarakhand
Technical University Act, 2865 positively within a period of three
months from today.

2. In terms of the Regulations thus promulgated, the Wome.
Institute of Technology, Dehradun and all stake-holders ar:
concerned are directed to undertake the process of regular
selection and appointment of regular Director and staff within
another two months.

3. MNeedless to say, the State Government will pass necessary
orders sanctioning the posts of Director and staff in the Institute
along with promulgation of the Regulations.

4. We also make it clear that the appointment of regular staff
will be made only after regular Director is appointed.

5. For the period the teachers have worked, they shall be paid
salary and all other eligible benefits within one month from today.
6. All other gquestions raised in these Special Leave Petition
will be decided at the time of final hearing.
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7.  Post =
these matters in the first week of February, 2019.

(VISHAL Ananp
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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