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HI GH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT 

NAI NI TAL  

HON’BLE THE ACTI NG CHI EF JUSTI CE SRI  MANOJ KUMAR TI W ARI  

AND 

HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE VI VEK BHARTI  SHARMA 

W RI T PETI TI ON ( S/ B)  NO. 8 4  OF 2 0 2 1  

0 4 TH NOVEMBER, 2 0 2 4  

Ravindra Jugran & another        …..Pet it ioners.  

Versus 

Union of I ndia & others    ….Respondents. 

Counsel for the Pet it ioners :   Mr. M.C. Pant  and Mr. 

 Anurag Tiwary, learned 

 counsels. 

Counsel for the Union of I ndia :   Mr. V.K. Kaparuwan, 

 learned Standing Counsel.  

Counsel for the Respondent  No.2 :   Ms. Anjali Bhargava, 

 learned counsel. 

Counsel for the Respondent  Nos.3, 5 & 6 :   Dr.  Kart ikey Hari Gupta, 

 learned counsel. 

Counsel for the Respondent  No.4 :   Ms. I rum Zeba, learned 

 counsel through video 

 conferencing. 

Th e Cou r t  m ad e t h e f o l low in g :  

JUDGMENT: ( p er  Hon ’b le Th e Act in g  Ch ie f  Ju st i ce  Sr i  Man oj  Ku m ar  Tiw ar i )  

 

  I n this writ  pet it ion, allegedly filed in public 

interest , pet it ioners have sought  the following reliefs: -  

“ i. I ssue writ  rule or direct ion in the nature of 

declarat ion, or quo-warranto against  respondent  No.4 

showing her author ity to cont inue as Vice Chancellor of 

the HNB Central University, Sr inagar and to remove her 

forthwith from the post  of Vice Chancellor and declare 

her appointment  as illegal, arbit rary, unconst itut ional 

and against  the statuary provisions as per Central 

University Act  and based on fraud and every act ion or 

decision taken by her be declared as avoid, ab init io, 

illegal and nullity with all consequent ial effect  keeping in 

view the facts highlighted in the body of pet it ion after 
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calling the ent ire record from the respondents along 

with its effect  and operat ion also. 

ii.  I ssue writ  rule or direct ion in the nature of 

Cert iorar ified Mandamus declar ing the Screening 

Commit tee const ituted for the appointment  of the Vice 

Chancellor, HNB University so far as empowering the 

alleged comm it tee ment ioned in Central Universit ies Act  

to recommend the name of three persons for the 

appointment  of Vice Chancellor sect ion with along with 

all consequent ial acts or orders and proposed act ions as 

ult ra-  vires, illegal, arbit rary, unreasonable, cont rary to 

the provisions of the UGC and to quash the same, after 

calling the ent ire records from the respondents along 

with it s effect  and operat ion also, or to mould the relief 

appropriately, keeping in v iew the facts highlighted in 

the body of the writ  pet it ion. 

iii.  I ssue writ  rule or direct ion appropriate in 

nature against  the Minist ry of Educat ion and University 

Grant  Commission for its inact ion in respect  of violat ion 

of provisions of Cent ral Universit ies Act  and UGC 

regulat ions by the Central Government  in the manner of 

appointment  of Vice Chancellor and other author it ies of 

the universit ies as well as faculty, so the UGC 

authorit ies and Minist ry of Educat ion author it ies cannot  

escape from their  legal obligat ions, keeping in v iew the 

provisions of Cent ral Universit ies Act  and regulat ions 

and further to direct  the respondent  no.3 to br ing on 

record the ent ire service records of the respondent  no.4 

to find out  the t ruth and fur ther rest rain the pr ivate 

respondent  no.4 to exercise financial and adm inist rat ive 

powers which is available to the Vice Chancellor.  

iv. I ssue any other writ  rule or direct ion which this 

Hon’ble Court  may deem fit  and proper in circumstances 

of the case including for set t ing up enquiry against  the 

err ing officer and to take appropriate act ion against  the 

same.”  

 

2.  I n sum  and substance, pet it ioners have 
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quest ioned select ion and appointm ent  of respondent  

no.4 as Vice Chancellor of Hemwat i Nandan Bahuguna 

Garhwal University, Srinagar ( for short  “HNB GU” )  on 

the ground that  she had not  even applied pursuant  to 

the advert isement  dated 30.01.2018, issued by 

Departm ent  of Higher Educat ion, Minist ry of Hum an 

Resource Developm ent , Government  of I ndia, yet  she 

was appointed as Vice Chancellor for a term  of five 

years w.e.f.  31.10.2019. 

 

3.  I t  is not  in dispute that  term  of respondent  

no.4 as Vice Chancellor of HNB GU cam e to an end on 

31.10.2024. 

 

4.  Respondent  No.1-  Union of I ndia has placed 

reliance upon provision contained in Clause 7.3 ( ii)  of 

the UGC Regulat ions on Minim um Qualificat ions for 

Appointm ent  of Teachers and Other Academic Staff in 

Universit ies and Colleges and Other Measures for the 

Maintenance of Standards in Higher Educat ion, 2018, 

which reads as under: -  

“7.3( ii)  The select ion for the post  of Vice-  

Chancellor should be through proper ident ificat ion by a 

Panel of 3-5 persons by a Search-cum -Select ion-

Commit tee, through a public not ificat ion or nom inat ion 

or a talent  search process or a combinat ion thereof. The 

members of such Search-cum-Select ion Commit tee 

shall be persons’ of em inence in the sphere of higher 

educat ion and shall not  be connected in any manner 
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with the Universit y concerned or its colleges. While 

preparing the panel, the Search-cum -Select ion 

Commit tee shall give proper weightage to the academ ic 

excellence, exposure to the higher educat ion system in 

the count ry and abroad, and adequate experience in 

academ ic and adm inist rat ive governance, to be given in 

writ ing along with the panel to be subm it ted to the 

Visitor/  Chancellor.  One member of the Search-cum-

Select ion Commit tee shall be nom inated by the 

Chairman, Universit y Grants Commission, for select ion 

of Vice Chancellors of the State, Pr ivate and Deemed to 

be Universit ies.”  

 

5.    On the last  date of list ing, Mr. V.K. 

Kaparuwan, learned Standing Counsel for Union of 

I ndia (Respondent  No.1) , had produced in Court  writ ten 

inst ruct ions received by him  from  the Minist ry of 

Educat ion, Departm ent  of Higher Educat ion, 

Governm ent  of I ndia, which were taken on record. 

 

6.  Learned counsel appearing for respondent  

no.1 submits that  m ore than 100 applicat ions were 

received in response to the advert isement  dated 

30.01.2018, 15 candidates were short- listed and called 

for interact ion, out  of which, 14 appeared before the 

Search-cum -Select ion Commit tee on 21.07.2018;  the 

Search-cum -Select ion Commit tee recomm ended a 

panel of following three nam es in alphabet ical order, for 

considerat ion by the Visitor for appointm ent  as Vice 

Chancellor of the University: -  
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“ (1)  Prof. Avinash Khare 

(2)  Prof. Kshit i Bhusan Das 

(3)  Prof. Madhusudan Hiram an Fulekar”  

 

7.  Mr. Kaparuwan, appearing for respondent  

no.1 further subm its that  since the candidate placed at  

Sl. No.1 in the panel, nam ely, Prof. Avinash Khare, was 

appointed as Vice Chancellor in another Cent ral 

University, namely, Sikkim  University in the m eant im e, 

therefore, vide let ter dated 20.03.2019, office of the 

Visitor requested the Search-cum-Select ion Com mit tee 

to recom mend fresh panel of names for appointm ent  as 

Vice Chancellor. The Search-cum-Select ion Comm it tee 

again met  on 25.03.2019, and a resolut ion was passed 

that  the Com mit tee m ay explore the opt ion of select ion 

through nominat ion with the caveat  that  guidance m ay 

be sought  from  the concerned Minist ry. 

 

8.  Learned counsel appearing for respondent  

no.1-  Union of I ndia, has drawn our at tent ion to let ter 

dated 09.05.2019, issued by Minist ry of Hum an 

Resource Developm ent , Departm ent  of Higher 

Educat ion, placed on record by him  along with writ ten 

inst ruct ions. The contents of said let ter issued by 

Deputy Secretary (CU), is ext racted below: -  

“Please refer to the m inutes of the meet ing dated 

04.05.2019 of the Commit tee const ituted for 

recommending a panel of names for appointment  of 
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Vice-Chancellor in HNB Garhwal University, Sr inagar, 

Ut tarakhand seeking guidance of the Minist ry on the 

issue of explor ing the opt ion of nom inat ion in 

connect ion with ident if icat ion of a panel of names. 

2. The Commit tee may be aware that  the CU Act , 

2009 does not  give any descr ipt ion about  the procedure 

to be adopted by the Commit tee. However, the Clause 

7.3. ii of the UGC Regulat ions, 2018 (copy enclosed)  

provides that  the select ion for the post  of Vice-

Chancellor should be through proper ident if icat ion of a 

Panel of 3-5 persons by a Search-cum -Select ion 

Commit tee, through, a public not if icat ion or nom inat ion 

or a talent  search process or a combinat ion thereof. 

3. I t  is evident  from the aforement ioned UGC 

Regulat ions that  nom inat ion is one of the methods for 

ident ificat ion of a panel of persons. The Commit tee is at  

liberty to adopt  any method including nom inat ion that  is 

in conform ity with the aforement ioned provisions of the 

UGC Regulat ions, for proper ident ificat ion of a panel of 

prospect ive candidates.”  

 

9.  I n terms of let ter dated 09.05.2019, issued 

by Minist ry of Hum an Resource Developm ent , 

Departm ent  of Higher Educat ion, the Serach-cum -

Select ion Comm it tee m et  on 28.05.2019, and it  

decided that  nom inat ion method shall be adopted for 

select ing suitable candidates for appointment  as Vice 

Chancellor, and in the same meet ing, the Comm it tee 

decided to interact  with three fresh candidates, who 

had not  applied in response to the advert isem ent  dated 

30.01.2018. 

 

10.  Ult im ately, the Search-  cum-  Select ion 

6 

 



 

2024:UHC:8097-DB 

Commit tee prepared a panel of four names, in 

alphabet ical order. Out  of those four nam es, respondent  

no.4-  Prof. Annpurna Naut iyal,  was placed at  Sl. No.1 in 

the panel in alphabet ical order. The Visitor appointed 

respondent  no.4 as Vice Chancellor vide order dated 

31.10.2019, which is under challenge in this writ  

pet it ion. 

 

11.  The sole ground on which select ion and 

appointment  of respondent  no.4 is challenged, is that  

she was appointed, even though, she did not  respond 

to the advert isem ent . The stand taken by Union of 

I ndia is that  nom inat ion m ethod incorporated in Clause 

7.3 ( ii)  of the 2018 Regulat ions perm its interact ion with 

candidates who have not  responded to the 

advert isement . 

 

12.  I t  is contended on behalf of the Union of 

I ndia that  nominat ion m ethod has been engrafted in 

the relevant  provisions of UGC Regulat ions to ensure 

that  candidate of stature or em inence, who is not  

interested in applying for the posit ion of Vice Chancellor 

pursuant  to advert isem ent , m ay be approached by 

Search-cum -Select ion Com mit tee, so that  benefit  of 

his/  her academ ic excellence/  stature enures to the 

University and its academic standard. We find 
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substance in the said submission. Many a t im es, 

persons who have at tained great  heights in academic 

sphere, m ay not  be interested in applying for the 

posit ion of Vice Chancellor for the fear of reject ion or 

other reasons. To tap the potent ial of such 

dist inguished academicians, UGC Regulat ions perm its 

select ion by nominat ion as well, besides through public 

not ificat ion or talent  search process, or a combinat ion 

thereof. The Search-cum-Select ion Com mit tee, in one 

of its meet ings, decided to adopt  nominat ion method, 

subject  to approval by the Department  of Higher 

Educat ion, Minist ry of Hum an Resource Developm ent . 

Concerned Minist ry granted approval vide order dated 

09.05.2019, and after interact ing with three fresh 

candidates, who had not  applied pursuant  to the 

advert isement , respondent  no.4 was em panelled by the 

Search-cum -Select ion Commit tee and the Visitor 

appointed respondent  no.4 as Vice Chancellor.  

 

13.  The thrust  of argument  raised by learned 

counsel for the pet it ioners is that  respondent  no.4 

could not  have been appointed when she had not  

responded to the advert isement . However, in view of 

the expression used in the provision contained in 

Clause 7.3 ( ii)  of 2018 Regulat ions that   “ the select ion 

for the post  of Vice-  Chancellor should be through 
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proper ident ificat ion by a Panel of 3-5 persons by a 

Search-cum -Select ion-Com m it tee, through a public 

not ificat ion or nom inat ion or a talent  search process or 

a com binat ion thereof” ,  we do not  find any scope for 

interference with select ion and appointment  of 

respondent  no.4 as Vice Chancellor of the HNB Garhwal 

University. There is no allegat ion that  respondent  no.4 

is educat ionally not  qualified for appointm ent  as Vice 

Chancellor. 

 

14.  The writ  pet it ion fails and, is accordingly, 

dism issed. 

 

15.  Pending applicat ion, if any, also stands 

disposed of. 

’ ’ 

 

( MANOJ KUMAR TI W ARI , A.C.J.)  

 

 

( VI VEK BHARTI  SHARMA, J.)  
 

Dated:  04 th November, 2024  

NISHANT 
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