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URGENT APPLICATION 

Deputy Registrar 

High Court of Delhi, New Delhi 

Sir, 

Will you kindly treat the accompanying petition and application as an urgent 

one in accordance with the High Court Rules and Orders. 

The grounds of urgency are as prayed in the prayer clause of the Petition and 

the accompanying application. 

It is prayed that the matter be listed on _______________. 

 

 

                                                    Yours Faithfully,  
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NEW DELHI  

DATE-  

Advocate Amit Sharma 

 

Advocate Satyam Singh 
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Sir, 
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________________________ 
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Through 

 

Filed By -  
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DATE- Advocate Amit Sharma 

 

Advocate Satyam Singh 

9650300297, 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

 

MEMO OF PARTIES 

 

1. Sandesh Kamlesh Jha 

Father's Name:- Kamlesh Jha 

Delhi Address:- flat no 281 

Gali no 1 Shalimar village chowk  

Shalimar Bagh Delhi 110088 

Also at, 

B42 Gorai Shreeji  

plot 64 near Gorai creek Borivali  

West Mumbai 400091 

Email:- sandeshjha10@gmail.com 

Phone no 9029640128        …Petitioner No. 1 

 

2. Shashank Rai 

Father's Name–Arvind Rai Sharma 

Delhi Add–236,kanhaiya  

Niwas, Pal chowk,Vijay Nagar, 

New Delhi - 11009 
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Village post  

Thana- khukhundu,  

District–Deoria  

Uttar Pradesh 

Email–shashankraiau@gmail.com 

Phone number–8381810670   …. Petitioner No.2 

 

Versus 

 

1. University of Delhi  

Through, 

Registrar 

Office of the Registrar,  

Vice Regal Lodge,  

University of Delhi,  

Delhi - 11007………………………………………Respondent No.1 

 

2. Faculty of Law 

Through 

 Dean 

 Chattra Marg, University of Delhi  

Delhi 110007………………………………………Respondent No2 

3. Bar Council Of India  

Through 
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Secretary 

21, Rouse Ave Institutional Area Rd, near Bal Bhawan,  

Rouse Avenue, Mata Sundari Railway Colony,  

Mandi House, New Delhi,  

Delhi 110002………………………………………Respondent No3 

 

Petitioner 

Through 

 

NEW DELHI           

Filed By -  

Petitioners  

 

Advocate Amit Sharma 

 

Advocate Satyam Singh 

9650300297, 

adv.satyam.rajput31@g

mail.com 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

 

SYNOPSIS 

The petitioner prefers this Writ Petition under Art. 226 of the 

Constitution of India seeking a writ of Mandamus or any other 

appropriate Writ, Order, Directions from this Hon’ble Court in 

the nature of Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ, Order, 

Directions of like nature directing the Respondents to set-up 

mechanism to allow the petitioners herein to be allowed to take 

Supplementary Examinations for papers of first, second, third 

and fourth semester respectively with the supplementary 

examinations for the papers of fifth and sixth semester as and 

when they are scheduled by the Faculty of Law, University of 

Delhi  

That the Respondents herein have issued notification dated 

22.08.2017 after the Petitioners herein had secured the 

admission in the faculty in month of July 2017, the 

Respondents vide the said notification have changed the 

method of conducting supplementary examinations for the final 

year students, wherein the Respondents have done away with 

the opportunity of reappearing and attempting supplementary 

WWW.LIVELAW.IN



12 
 

examination for any backlog paper that they may have from 

first, second, third and fourth semester, thereby depriving the 

Petitioners herein the opportunity to appear and clear their 

backlog paper with supplementary examination which are 

compulsorily held after the regular semester examination. 

Therefore, as per the impugned (new) rule, students can only 

attempting and appearing in the supplementary examination: 

student can now only attempt and appear for backlog paper/s 

that they might have in fifth and sixth semester exclusively, 

thereby diluting the principle of supplementary examination 

and also forcing the petitioners to appear in regular course of 

examination, thereby causing the petitioner to wait and lose 9-

10 months for graduation. 

That Respondents have revised the earlier rule and brought 

forth the said impugned rule of excluding all backlog semester 

paper other than fifth and sixth semester supplementary 

examination by erroneously interpreting the judgement of this 

Hon’ble Court in the matter of Aditiya N Prasad (W.P (c) 

7365/2011), wherein their lordships have made no such 

observation, reference and or direction in the judgement from 

which it can be interpreted that the rule of supplementary 

examination is required to be changed.   
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That the said notification dated 22.08.2017 cannot be applied 

to the present batch of the Petitioners, as the said rule was 

notified after the petitioners have acquired admission to the 

university and therefore the said notification cannot apply to 

the Petitioners. 

That the Petitioners humbly seek the intervention of this 

Hon’ble Court in the present matter, as the educational 

endeavors of the petitioners herein will be delayed and 

stigmatized, if the said impugned notification dated ___/ is 

made applicable on the petitioners herein, thereby causing the 

petitioners irreparable loss to any and all future avocations that 

the Petitioners so wish to pursue. 

Hence, this Writ Petition.   

 

LIST OF DATES 

2011 Judgement of this Hon’ble Court in the matter 

of Shri Aditiya N Prasad 

July 2017 Petitioners acquire admission in the 

Respondent Faculty  

22.08.2017 The Respondent Faculty issues the impugned 

notification 
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December 2019 Petitioners appear in the 5th Semester 

examination  

20.05. 2020 Result for the fifth semester examination 

declared 

 Hence this writ petition 

 

 

 

 

 

Petitioner 

Through 

 

NEW DELHI             

DATE- 

 

Advocate Amit Sharma 

 

 

Advocate Satyam Singh 

  

WWW.LIVELAW.IN



15 
 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

 

 

THE PETITIONER PREFERS THIS WRIT PETITION UNDER ART. 226 OF 

THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA SEEKING A WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR 

ANY OTHER APPROPRIATE WRIT, ORDER, DIRECTIONS FROM THIS 

HON’BLE COURT IN THE NATURE OF MANDAMUS OR ANY OTHER 

APPROPRIATE WRIT, ORDER, DIRECTIONS OF LIKE NATURE 

DIRECTING THE RESPONDENTS TO SET-UP MECHANISM TO ALLOW 

THE PETITIONERS HEREIN TO BE ALLOWED TO TAKE 

SUPPLEMENTARY EXAMINATIONS FOR PAPERS OF FIRST, SECOND, 

THIRD AND FOURTH SEMESTER RESPECTIVELY WITH THE 

SUPPLEMENTARY EXAMINATIONS FOR THE PAPERS OF FIFTH AND 

SIXTH SEMESTER AS AND WHEN THEY ARE SCHEDULED BY THE 

FACULTY OF LAW, UNIVERSITY OF DELHI AND THAT THE IMPUGNED 

NOTIFICATION DATED BE QUASHED AND/OR SET-ASIDE VIS-A -VIS 

PETITIONERS 

TO, 

The Hon’ble Chief Justice of the Delhi High Court  

And to the Companion Justices of the said Court 

The humble Petitioner of this Petition  

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH AS UNDER: 

 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: - 
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ARRAY OF PARTIES 

1. That the all Petitioner are final year student enrolled with  

the Respondent University in Faculty of Law, that the 

credentials of the Petitioners are as under  

Petitioner Name Semester  

1.  Name:- Sandesh Kamlesh Jha 

Father's Name:- Kamlesh Jha 

Examination Roll No. 171558 

Law Center-I 

5th  

2. Name-Aman Kumar 

Fathers name- Raj Kumar 

Examination Roll No. 171058 

Law Center- I 

5th  

3. Name–Shashank Rai 

Father's Name–Arvind Rai 

Sharma  

Examination Roll no. – 171586 

Law Center -I  

5th  

 

A copy of the college id card, fee slips and screenshot of 

the result has been attached herewith as Annexure P-1 

2. That the Respondent No.1 is the University of Delhi, of 

which the Petitioners are bonafide students, and that the 

Respondent No.2 is the Faculty of Law of which the 
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Petitoners are regular student of pursuing degree of LL.B 

and the Respondent No.3 is the Bar Council of India, 

which has been tasked with the duty and responsibility of 

supervision over centers of legal excellence as the Rules of 

Legal Education, framed under the provisions of Advocates 

Act,1961. 

Brief Facts 

3.  That the present Petition is for seeking a Writ in the 

nature of Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ, Order 

directing the directing the Respondents to set-up 

mechanism to allow the petitioners herein to be allowed to 

take Supplementary Examinations for papers of first, 

second, third and fourth semester respectively with the 

supplementary examinations for the papers of fifth and 

sixth semester as and when they are scheduled by the 

Faculty of Law, University of Delhi.  

4. That the Respondents herein have issued notification 

dated 22.08.2017 , the Respondents vide the said 

notification have changed the method of conducting 

supplementary examinations for the final year students, 

wherein the Respondents have done away with the 

opportunity of reappearing and attempting supplementary 

examination for any backlog paper that they may have 

from first, second, third and fourth semester, thereby 
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depriving the Petitioners herein the opportunity to appear 

and clear their backlog paper with supplementary 

examination which are compulsorily held after the regular 

semester examination. Therefore, as per the impugned 

(new) rule, students can only attempting and appearing in 

the supplementary examination: student can now only 

attempt and appear for backlog paper/s that they might 

have in fifth and sixth semester exclusively, thereby 

diluting the principle of supplementary examination and 

also forcing the petitioners to appear in regular course of 

examination, thereby causing the petitioner to wait and 

lose 9-10 months for graduation. That the copy of the 

notification dated 22.08.2017 has been attached herewith 

as Annexure P-2 

5. That the said impugned notification, cannot be applied to 

the present batch of the Petitioners, as the said rule was 

notified after the petitioners have acquired admission to 

the university and therefore the said notification cannot 

apply to the Petitioners, that the Petitioners had sought 

clarification on the applicability of the said rule on them. 

The copy of the representation sent and the reply received 

has been annexed herewith as Annexure P-3 

6. That the three-year law course is conducted in six 

semesters -- two semesters for each year with exams 
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conducted in November (odd semester) and June (even 

semester). 

7. That the rule as existed before the college notice, a 

candidate gets a chance to clear the backlogs in two 

supplementary exams after the sixth semester, if he or she 

is not able to clear them during the routine semestral 

exams, therefore the first supplementary exam is 

conducted in June for final year students having backlogs 

from first, third, and fifth semester, while the second 

supplementary exam is conducted in August or September 

to clear second, fourth and sixth semester (result for sixth 

semester having been announced in July). 

8. However, vide the annexed notification the petitioner 

herein have been deprived of the aforementioned 

mentioned opportunity, to clear their respective backlog in 

the supplementary examinations as they were held each 

for odd ( first, third and fifth) and even (second fourth and 

sixth) semester respectively 

9. That due to the said change in the rule, the petitioners 

now have to wait for at least 6-7 months to appear in the 

exams and thereafter for another 3 months for the 

declaration of the result, causing the petitioners to lose 

more than half of the year.  
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10. That the impugned rule, has a further  grave and 

detrimental effect on the number of opportunities that are 

made available to the final year student to clear their backlog 

and pass the examination, as before the said notification a 

final year student had three opportunities in each year to 

clear their backlog: two opportunities per regular semester 

and one more opportunity per supplementary exam. 

However, due to the said impugned rule, the student now 

only is presented with two opportunities per semester by way 

of appearing alongside students who are appearing for their 

regular exam as an ex-student.  

11. That as per the rules of Respondent No.1 an ex- 

student has 3 addition years over and above the regular 

period to clear the examinations and graduate. Therefore, 

before the application of the said notification an ex-student 

had a total of 3 attempts per academic year, and a total of 9 

attempts per academic year, but due the impugned 

notification the ex-student now only has 6 attempts every 

academic year, thereby depriving the petitioner herein to 

avail the said 9 opportunities. 

 

Factual Situation as per 

pervious rule 

Factual Situation as per the 

impugned rule/notification  
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First year  First year  

i. First Semester- if 

backlog in any paper no 

chance for improvement  

ii. Second Semester- if 

backlog in any paper no 

chance for improvement  

 

i. First Semester- if 

backlog in any paper no 

chance for improvement  

iii. Second Semester- if 

backlog in any paper no 

chance for improvement  

 

Second Year Second Year 

III. Third Semester- 

Chance to re-appear and 

clear backlog of first 

semester (1st opportunity) 

IV. Fourth Semester- 

Chance to re-appear and 

clear backlog of first 

semester (1st opportunity) 

III. Third Semester- Chance 

to re-appear and clear 

backlog of first 

semester (1st 

opportunity) 

IV. Fourth Semester- 

Chance to re-appear 

and clear backlog of first 

semester (1st 

opportunity) 

Third Year Third Year 

V. Fifth Semester-  

Chance to re-appear and 

clear backlog of first and 

V. Fifth Semester-  

Chance to re-appear and 

clear backlog of first and 
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third semester (2nd 

opportunity) 

VI. Sixth Semester – 

Chance to re-appear and 

clear backlog of second and 

fourth semester (2nd 

opportunity) 

third semester (2nd 

opportunity) 

Vi. Sixth Semester – 

Chance to re-appear and 

clear backlog of second and 

fourth semester (2nd 

opportunity) 

Supplementary  Supplementary  

Odd Semester 

Supplementary –  

Chance for student to re-

appear and clear backlog of 

first, third and fifth 

semester (3rd Opportunity) 

Even Supplementary –  

Chance for the student to 

re-appear and clear 

backlog of second, fourth 

and sixth semester (3rd 

Opportunity) 

Only opportunity to appear 

and clear backlog if any of 

the fifth semester and sixth 

semester (Final Year papers 

only)   

Total no. of opportunity – 

For odd sem – 3  

For even sem - 3 

Total no. of opportunity  

For odd sem -2 

For even sem- 2 
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12. That Respondents have revised the earlier rule and 

brought forth the said impugned rule of excluding all 

backlog semester paper other than fifth and sixth semester 

supplementary examination by erroneously interpreting 

the judgement of this Hon’ble Court in the matter of 

Aditiya N Prasad (W.P (c) 7365/2011), wherein their 

lordships have made no such observation, reference and 

or direction in the judgement from which it can be 

interpreted that the rule of supplementary examination is 

required to be changed.  The copy of the judgement has 

been annexed herewith as Annexure P-4. 

13. That it is further stated that the question/issue 

before the Hon’ble Court in the Aditya N Prasad case, was 

whether a student in 4th semester (second year) be allowed 

to sit in the supplementary exams to clear the backlog of 

the paper that he/she may have in the first and third 

semester, the same can be observed for the order dated 

05.11.2020 in the said case. The copy of the order has 

been attached herewith as Annexure P-5. 

14. That the impugned notification further states that 

the said notification is bought forth in compliance with 

Rules of Education, Bar Council of India, however, the Bar 

Council of India exercises no power under the said rules 

in matters of procedure to conduct examination and 
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therefore the impugned notification on the touchstone of 

the said Rules of Legal Education does not pass the 

muster.  

15. That the duty and the role of the university is to 

assist, aid and provide support for the educational 

endeavors of the students and to further their careers by 

providing the opportunity to graduate and enter the 

workforce, however, the impugned notification/rule is 

contrary to the stated established principle and creates 

punitive circumstances for the student wherein the 

student is forced to suffer and lose an year from his/her 

potential career.  

16. That it is trite in law that any rule and law must have 

nexus with the purpose that it seeks to resolve, however 

in the said impugned notification does not have any nexus 

with the purpose of supplementary examination, the 

purpose of supplementary examination is to give an 

opportunity to the students to clear backlogs and graduate 

as a regular student, however vide the said impugned 

notification Respondents have deprived the petitioners 

herein of the said opportunity and purpose which is 

sought to be resolved by the conduct of the supplementary 

examinations. 
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17. That the petitioners preemptively submit, that the 

Respondents herein cannot and should find holding of 

supplementary examination a difficulty as the University 

vide notification dated 30.05.2020 have certainly not 

found it difficult to hold semester examination twice in an 

year for the purposes of policy and inclusion and therefore, 

the Respondent herein can allow and conduct semester 

examinations as per odd and even scheme as done 

previously.  

18. That the Petitioners humbly seek the intervention of 

this Hon’ble Court in the present matter, as the 

educational endeavors of the petitioners herein will be 

delayed and stigmatized, if the said impugned notification 

dated is made applicable on the petitioners herein, thereby 

causing the petitioners irreparable loss to any and all 

future avocations that the Petitioners so wish to pursue. 

19. That the petition prefers this Writ petition, inter-alia, 

on the grounds, amongst which the others are;  

GROUNDS 

A. That this Hon’ble court in the case of Vikas Bhaskar vs 

University Of Delhi And Anr in W.P.(C) 1944/2018 has 

held that the said impugned notification cannot apply 

retrospectively to the students  
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B. That the Petitioners at time of securing admission were 

bound by the rules which were practiced ante impugned 

notification  

C. That it is trite in law that the courts have the 

jurisdiction to review statutory rules and order on the 

touchstone of reasonableness. 

D. That it is settled law, that any provision and or statute 

must have a reasonable nexus with the purpose that it 

seeks to address, in absentia of such nexus shall cause 

to make statute arbitrary.  

E. That it is settled law, that retrospective application of 

statute cannot cause to impede on the rights of those 

on which the said law is sought to apply, and that any 

such application is unconstitutional. 

F. That law executed on misinterpretation of the 

statute/article is void ab initio therefore cannot be given 

any effect.  

G. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in M. Surender Reddy vs 

State of Andhra Pradesh (2015) 8 SCC 

authoritatively laid down –  

“In absence of any express or necessarily implied 

provision in the statute, normally statute affects the 

rights prospectively. 
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A statutory provision is held to be retrospective either 

when it is so declared by express terms, or the intention 

to make retrospective clearly follows from the relevant 

words and the context in which they occur.” 

 

H. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in Mst. Rafiquennessa vs. 

Lal Bahadur Chetri and others, AIR 1964 SC 1511 

laid down –  

"It is not disputed by him that the legislature is competent 

to take away vested rights by means of retrospective 

legislation. Similarly, the legislature is undoubtedly 

competent to make laws which override and materially 

affect the terms of contracts between the parties; but the 

argument is that unless a clear and unambiguous 

intention is indicated by the legislature by adopting 

suitable express words in that behalf, no provision of a 

statute should be given retrospective operation if by such 

operation vested rights are likely to be affected. These 

principles are unexceptionable and as a matter of law, 

no objection can be taken to them." 

 

I. That the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Vice Chancellor, 

MDU University, Rohtak v. Jahan Singh 2007 (5) 

SCC 77 held that-  
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“The Act does not confer any power on the Executive 

Council to make a regulation with retrospective effect. 

The purported regulations, thus, could not have been 

given retrospective effect or retro-active operation as it is 

now well-settled that in absence of any provision 

contained in the legislative Act, a delegatee cannot make 

a delegated legislation with retrospective effect.” 

J. The hon’ble Supreme Court in Mahabir Vegetable Oils 

(P) Ltd. and Another v. State of Haryana and Others 

[(2006) 3 SCC 620] stated;  

"41. We may at this stage consider the effect of omission 

of the said note. It is beyond any cavil that a subordinate 

legislation can be given a retrospective effect and 

retroactive operation, if any power in this behalf is 

contained in the main Act. The rule-making power is a 

species of delegated legislation. A delegatee therefore 

can make rules only within the four corners thereof” 

K. That this Hon’ble Court in Vikas Bhaskar vs 

University Of Delhi And Anr (W.P (C) 1944/2018) 

while dealing with the same impugned notification 

observed and ruled –  

Pursuant to the University of Delhi's notification dated 

01.04.2015, the Petitioners had taken admission in 

Faculty of Law, University of Delhi for the LLB Course 
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commencing in the academic year 2015-16 and 

concluding in 2017-18. At the time when the Petitioners 

had taken admission in the said course, the syllabus and 

scheme of examination for the same had been laid down 

vide notification dated 14.11.2014 bearing no. CNC-

II/093/2014, which contained a specific clause 

pertaining to supplementary examination. For the sake 

of ready reference, the said clause is reproduced 

hereinbelow: 

 

"Supplementary Examination After the completion of six 

terms, a student of LLB may take supplementary 

examination in any paper of I or III term alongwith the V 

term supplementary examination and in any paper of II 

or IV term alongwith the VI term supplementary 

examination held for the purpose: Provided that all the 

thirty papers required for getting the LLB degree have to 

be cleard within the span period of six years." 

The scheme for the said supplementary examination, as 

noted above, was duly mentioned in the prospectus 

issued for the year 2015- 16 and, in fact, it is the 

Petitioners' contention that the same continued to be 

reflected on Faculty of Law's website till as late as 

March, 2018. While the Petitioners were in the 5th 
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semester, the University of Delhi put up the Impugned 

Notice dated 09.10.2017 on the notice board of Faculty 

of Law, stating inter alia as follows: 

 

"In case a student of V and VI term has not cleared any 

paper or papers of I, II, III and IV terms, he/she would 

clear the same by taking the respective examinations of 

V and VI terms held at the end of each term." 

13. Having heard the learned counsels for the parties 

and having considered their rival contentions, I find that 

the limited question before the Court is whether, in the 

facts of the present case, the University of Delhi can 

apply the Impugned Notice to students who had taken 

admission prior to the academic year 2017-18, when 

they had a legitimate expectation that their 

supplementary examinations would, as per the 

notification dated 14.11.2014, be held at the end of their 

6th semester regular examinations. 

 

18. The curriculum of any given degree course does not 

merely include the syllabus of the subjects of study offered 

in that course, but also includes the examination pattern 

and examination schedules for the duration of the said 

course. While there can be no doubt about the power of the 
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University of Delhi to make changes to the curriculum of its 

LLB Course, it cannot make any such changes unilaterally, 

and that too without any justifiable reason. During the 

course of final arguments, it had been put to the learned 

counsel for the University of Delhi as to why the statutory 

rules pertaining to supplementary examinations were being 

changed so belatedly and being retrospectively applied to 

the Petitioners, who had for two years planned their 

examination schedule according to the unamended 

provisions. However, no reasonable explanation was 

offered as to why the Petitioners, who have already 

completed two-thirds of the entire duration of their LLB 

course, are being disadvantaged in such a manner. 

18  Thus, I find that the Impugned Notice dated 09.10.2017, 

insofar as it applies retrospectively to students who took 

admission prior to the academic year 2017-18, is wholly 

arbitrary and is, therefore, quashed to that extent. In my 

opinion, the students who had taken admission before the 

academic year 2017-18 deserve at least one opportunity to 

take their supplementary examinations as per the 

unamended ordinance. Accordingly, the University of Delhi 

is directed to grant one opportunity to all the students of the 

LLB Course, who had taken admission prior to the academic 

year 2017-18, to take their supplementary examinations as 
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per the unamended rules/ordinance contained in 

notification dated 14.11.2014. 

L. That the Petitioners have secured admission in the academic 

year 2017-2018 and thus the impugned notification does not 

apply to the Petitioners herein 

 

 

20. That the Petitioners have not filed any writ petition in any other court 

or any other petition of similar nature in any court of law apart from the 

instant writ petition before this Hon’ble Court. 

21. That the Petitioners herein have the means and is in a position to pay 

the costs, if any, imposed by the Hon’ble Court. 

22. That the present Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

is the appropriate remedy and no other equally efficacious remedy is 

available to the Petitioner. 

Prayer  

 

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court may 

be pleased to: 

1. Issue an appropriate writ, order or direction in the nature of 

Mandamus directing the Respondents herein to set aside the 

application of the impugned notification dated 22-08-2017and 

notice dated 9.10.2017 on the Petitioners 
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2. Issue an appropriate writ, order or direction in the nature of 

Mandamus to quash and set-aside impugned notification dated 22-

08-2017and notice dated 9.10.2017   

3. Issue an appropriate writ, order or direction in the nature of 

Mandamus directing the Respondents herein to conduct 

supplementary examination as per the provisions that existed 

before the impugned notification impugned notification dated 22-

08-2017and notice dated 9.10.2017 

And; 

Pass Any other order/orders, direction/directions that this 

Hon’ble Court may deem fit in the interest of justice; 

 

New Delhi        Petitioners 

        Advocate Amit Sharma 

 

Advocate Satyam Singh 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

A F F I D A V I T 

I, Sh. Sandesh Jha s/o Kamlesh Jha  aged about 24 years, resident of 

New Delhi having residential abode at Flat No 281Gali No 1 Shalimar Village 

Chowk Shalimar Bagh Delhi 110088 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

as under: 

1. I have filed the present petition as a Petitioner No.1 and that the details 

of the Petition have been read to me in my vernacular and have been 

understood by me and that the said petition is filed by my lawyer upon 

my instructions 

2. The contents of the accompanying Petition including list of dates and 

synopsis, grounds (1 to 21 ), contents from Para No. 1 to Para No. 21 

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and the last para is 

Prayer to this Hon’ble Court.  

3. I have done whatsoever inquiry/investigation which was in my power 

to do, to collect all data/material which was available and which was 

relevant for this court to entertain the present petition. I further confirm 

that I have not concealed in the present petition any data/material 

/information which may have enabled this court to form an opinion 

whether to entertain this petition or not and/or whether to grant any 

relief or not. 
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4. That the deponent has not filed such or similar Petition, earlier, in this 

Hon’ble Court or in any other Court, nor such a Petition is pending 

before any Hon’ble Court       

5.  

DEPONENT  

VERIFICATION: 

Verified at New Delhi on this ___the day of _______, 2020 that the 

contents of my above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge; no 

part of it is false and nothing has been concealed therein. 

 

 

DEPONENT 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

A F F I D A V I T 

I, Sh. Shashank Rai, S/o Sh. Arvind Rai Sharma, resident of Delhi Add–

236,kanhaiya ,Niwas, Pal chowk,Vijay Nagar, New Delhi – 11009, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare as under: 

1. I have filed the present petition as a Petitioner No.2 and that the details 

of the Petition have been read to me in my vernacular and have been 

understood by me and that the said petition is filed by my lawyer upon 

my instructions 

2. The contents of the accompanying Petition including list of dates and 

synopsis, grounds (1 to 31 ), contents from Para No. 1 to Para No. 21 are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and the last para is Prayer to 

this Hon’ble Court.  

3. I have done whatsoever inquiry/investigation which was in my power to 

do, to collect all data/material which was available and which was relevant 

for this court to entertain the present petition. I further confirm that I have 

not concealed in the present petition any data/material /information which 

may have enabled this court to form an opinion whether to entertain this 

petition or not and/or whether to grant any relief or not. 
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4. That the deponent has not filed such or similar Petition, earlier, in this 

Hon’ble Court or in any other Court, nor such a Petition is pending before 

any Hon’ble Court       

 

DEPONENT  

VERIFICATION: 

Verified at New Delhi on this ___the day of _______, 2020 that the 

contents of my above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge; no 

part of it is false and nothing has been concealed therein. 

 

DEPONENT 
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Annexure P-1 
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Annexure P-1 
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Annexure P-1 
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Annexure P-1 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-2 
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Annexure P-3 
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Annexure P-3 
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Annexure P-3 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-4 
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Annexure P-5  
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

 

APPLICATION SEEKING EXEMPTION FROM FILING DULY 

AFFIRMED AFFIDAVIT(s) AND COURT FEES 

1. That the Petitioners have filed the accompanying petition under 

Article 226 of the Constitution of India and the same is listed before 

this hon’ble court  

 

2. That the detailed facts and avernments have been placed in the 

accompanying petition have not been repeated herein for the sake of 

brevity and may be read as an essential part of this application. 

 

3. That the Respondents herein erroneously seek to retrospective apply 

a notification to the petitioners herein in prejudice to their 

educational endeavors and further have bought forth the notification 

on misinterpretation of judgements  

 

4. That the Petitioners submits that due to the outbreak of nCovid-19, 

the petitioners are unable to duly affirm the affidavit on oath and 

therefore seek exemption from filing the same in the interest of 

justice 

5. That the Petitioners undertake to pay the court fees/deficit fees 

within 72 hours as and when the court will open for normal 

functioning  

6. That the Petitioners submit that the matter is of utmost urgency due 

to the dire situations and the University of Delhi has announced the 

conduct of final year examination from July 1 2020, therefore 

constraining the Petitioners to seek the indulgence of this Hon’ble 

Court. 

 

Prayer 
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It is therefore prayed that in view of the above facts and circumstances 

that the application seeking Interim Relief be allowed and that this 

Hon’ble Court shall be pleased: 

1. That the petitioners be exempted from filing duly affirmed 

affidavit  

2. That the petitioner be permitted to pay the court fees/deficit fees 

within 72 hours from the date of resumption of the regular 

functioning of court 

Thereby preventing the further worsening of the condition of the Petitioners. 

And For This Act Of Kindness, The Petitioner Is As Duty Bound And Shall 

Ever Pray 

Petitioner 

Through 

Advocate Amit Sharma 

 

Advocate Satyam Singh 

New Delhi  

Dated  
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

 

A F F I D A V I T 

I, Sh. Sandesh Jha s/o Kamlesh Jha  aged about 24 years, resident of 

New Delhi having residential abode at Flat No 281Gali No 1 Shalimar Village 

Chowk Shalimar Bagh Delhi 110088 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

as under:: 

1. That I am the Petitioner no. 1, in the present petition and I am well 

conversant with the facts of the case and therefore competent to swear 

the present affidavit. 

2. I have done whatsoever inquiry/investigation which was in my power 

to do, to collect all data/material which was available and which was 

relevant for this court to entertain the present application. I further 

confirm that I have not concealed in the present Petition any 

data/material /information which may have enabled this court to form 

an opinion whether to entertain this application or not and/or whether 

to grant any relief or not. 

3. The contents of the accompanying application from para no. 1 to para 

no. 6 are true correct to the best of my knowledge and that the last para 

is prayer to this hon’ble court.  
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4. That the contents of the accompanying petition have been read and 

explained to me in vernacular and I have understood the same.  

5. That the deponent has not filed such or similar petition, earlier, in this 

hon’ble court or in any other court, nor such a petition is pending before 

any hon’ble court.                 

 

Deponent  

Verification: 

Verified At New Delhi On This ___Day of June , 2020 That The Contents 

Of My Above Affidavit Are True And Correct To My Knowledge; No Part 

Of It Is False And Nothing Has Been Concealed Therein. 

 

 

Deponent 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

W.P. (C) No. ______ of 2020 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sandesh Jha and ors      …. Petitioners 

Versus 

University of Delhi and ors     ... Respondents 

 

A F F I D A V I T 

I, Sh. Shashank Rai, S/o Sh. Arvind Rai Sharma, resident of Delhi Add–236, 

kanhaiya ,Niwas, Pal chowk,Vijay Nagar, New Delhi – 11009, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare as under: 

1. That I am the Petitioner no. 2, in the present petition and I am well 

conversant with the facts of the case and therefore competent to swear 

the present affidavit. 

2. I have done whatsoever inquiry/investigation which was in my power 

to do, to collect all data/material which was available and which was 

relevant for this court to entertain the present application. I further 

confirm that I have not concealed in the present Petition any 

data/material /information which may have enabled this court to form 

an opinion whether to entertain this application or not and/or whether 

to grant any relief or not. 

3. The contents of the accompanying application from para no. 1 to para 

no. 6 are true correct to the best of my knowledge and that the last para 

is prayer to this hon’ble court.  

4. That the contents of the accompanying petition have been read and 

explained to me in vernacular and I have understood the same.  
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5. That the deponent has not filed such or similar petition, earlier, in this 

hon’ble court or in any other court, nor such a petition is pending before 

any hon’ble court.                 

 

Deponent  

Verification: 

Verified At New Delhi On This ___Day of June , 2020 That The Contents 

Of My Above Affidavit Are True And Correct To My Knowledge; No Part 

Of It Is False And Nothing Has Been Concealed Therein. 

 

Deponent 

 

 

 

  

WWW.LIVELAW.IN



72 
 

7 June 2020 

VAKALATNAMA 

Before the Hon’ble Delhi High Court HMJ _________ 

In the Matter of  

Nirmal Bahagt and others  ……. Petitioners/Plaintiff  

 VS 

Ministry of Home Affairs                       ……..Respondents/Defendants 

 

 I/we Sanjesh Jha, Aman Kumar and Shashank Rai do  hereby  appoint  &  

retain  Advocate  Amit Kumar Sharma and Advocate Satyam Singh 

(hereinafter called as “the Advocates”) to be my / our advocates in the said 

Suit /Appeal / Petition / Case /Reference / Revision / Execution. I / we 

authorize the Advocates to do any or all of the following on my / our behalf: 

 

a)          to represent, act and appear for me / us; 

 

b)          to  conduct  and  prosecute  (or  defend)  the  same  and  all  

proceedings that  may  be  taken  in respect of any application connected 

with the same or any decree of order passed therein; 

 

c)to sign, file, verify, present, and receive all types of documents including 

plaints, statements, pleadings, appeals, cross objections, petitions, 

applications, revision, withdrawal, compromise or affidavits; 

 

d)          to withdraw or compromise or submit to arbitration any differences or 

disputes that may arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case; 

 

e)          to deposit, draw and receive money, cheques, cash and grant receipts 

thereof; 

 

f)        to do all other acts and things which may be necessary or expedient, in 

the opinion of the 

Advocates, to be done. 
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I/We do hereby agree to ratify and confirm all acts done by the Advocate or 

his substitute in the matter as my/our own acts, as if done by me/us to all 

intents and purposes. 

 

 

 

Advocate Name             Enrollment No.                 Mobile No.                        Signature 

of Advocate 

Advocate Amit Kumar  D/5697/2017            +91 88608 93033 

Sharma 

Advocate Satyam        UP 7195/2019           +91 96503 00297

  

 Singh  
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Proof of Service  

Counsel for Respondents 1 and 2 – Shri Mohinder Rupal - 

rupalmohinder@gmail.com, phone number – 9811151216 

Respondent No.3 -  MR. UMESH JOSHIADVOCATE 

:09910568669,9968298636 EMAIL:advumeshjoshi@gmail.com 

MS. ANJUL DWIVED - MOB:8586961002 

EMAIL:anjuldwivedi25@yahoo.co.in 
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