
Article 1: Repeated Violation of Statutory Provisions and Obligations 

In several cases, Professor Kumar has acted in a manner which constitute violations of statutory 
provisions. 

The JNU Act requires JNU’s Admission Policy to be framed by its Academic Council. Even the 
UGC 2016 Regulations vests this power in the statutory bodies of the University. Academic 
Ordinances too have to be created by the Executive Council on the recommendation of the 
Academic Council. Panels of Experts for Selection Committees similarly have to be approved by 
the Academic Council and then by the Executive Council, which is something that flows from UGC 
Regulations. Schools of Studies have to be created through Ordinances. However, Professor Kumar, 
in his capacity as Chairman of the Academic and Executive Councils, has wilfully subverted the 
process of decision-making through statutory bodies in each of these matters: 

1. Decisions, such as admission policy and intake capacity have been implemented in 2017-18 and 
are being implemented for 2018-19 without deliberation in the Academic Council.    

2. Professor Kumar has illegally appropriated for himself the right to add names to the panels of 
experts for selection committees even though no such discretionary power was granted to him by 
the Academic Council. He has also refused to share with members of the Executive Council, even 
while asking them to ratify his decisions, details on how this discretionary power has been used and 
the minutes of the relevant selection committees. Subsequently, the Vice-Chancellor has pushed 
through an illegal decision in the Executive Council, without any deliberation on this in the 
Academic Council or in the University at large, whereby the Academic Council will be bypassed in 
the matter of finalization of panels of experts and the Vice-Chancellor’s discretionary power to add 
names shall stand written into the regulations of the University. 

3. In three successive Academic Council meetings, Professor Kumar did not allow members to 
discuss agenda items and then manipulated the minutes to manufacture ‘decisions’ of the Academic 
Council.  Without the AC members being even given an opportunity to see the draft minutes, let 
alone confirming them, these were placed before the Executive Council as ‘recommendations’ of the 
AC.   

4. The above illegal process has been the way in which the M.Phil and Ph.D ordinances of the 
University have been amended but with an additional illegality – namely, that even the notified 
ordinances are different from what has been recorded in the ‘minutes’ of the Academic and 
Executive Councils, apart from being incomplete. Further, what are effectively additional changes 
in the ordinances are being routinely announced as rules that have to be implemented without any 
Academic Council deliberation. 

5. The Vice Chancellor has also violated the Regulation (M 1) which stipulates that the Academic 
Council should meet at least twice in every semester. Only one meeting was held in Winter 2016-17, 
and that too during the vacation, and none has been held so far in Monsoon 2017-18. 

6. JNU’s Academic and Executive Council have never discussed or decided upon any proposal to 
create Schools of Engineering and Management in the University. Yet the Vice-Chancellor has gone 
ahead to seek, on his own, permission and funding for creation of such Schools which are only to be 
‘reported’ to the University’s Statutory Bodies. 

From beginning to end, the Executive Council decision to replace GSCASH by the ICC has also 
resulted from Professor Kumar’s wilful and deliberate ignoring of the procedure for changes in 
GSCASH rules and procedures laid down within those rules by an Executive Council decision. 


