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    WP(C) No. 60 of 2016 

SIKKIM STUDENTS WELFARE ASSOCIATION                    PETITIONER 

OF CHANDIGARH  
 

    VERSUS 

STATE OF SIKKIM AND OTHERS        RESPONDENTS 

Date: 15.05.2019 

CORAM: 

THE HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE MEENAKSHI MADAN RAI, JUDGE 

For Petitioner                       Dr. Doma T. Bhutia, Advocate.  

 
For Respondents  

  R-1, R-2 & R-6               
 

 
 

       HRDD                             

 

Mr. J.B. Pradhan, Addl. Advocate 
General with Ms. Pollin Rai, Asst. 

Govt. Advocate.  
 

Mr. Bhusan Nepal, Advocate. 
 

  R-3, R-8 & R-9                Mr. Karma Thinlay, Central Govt. 

Counsel with Mr. Thinlay Dorjee, 
Advocate. 

 
       R-4                                Mr. A.K. Upadhyaya, Sr. Advocate 

with Mr. D.K. Siwakoti, Advocate. 
 

       R-5                                Mr. Manish Kumar Jain, Advocate. 
 

       R-7                                Mr. Leonard Gurung, Advocate. 

        

                                            O R D E R 

  

 It is submitted by learned Senior Counsel for Respondent No. 4 

that they have submitted another representation to the University 

Grants Commission (UGC), Respondent No. 8, duly annexing a 

comparative chart of the syllabus for the courses offered in their 

University in Bachelor in Airlines, Tourism and Hospitality 

Management (B.Sc. ATHM) the nomenclature of which was changed to 

Bachelor of Management (Airlines, Tourism and Hospitality 
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Management) and also a comparative chart for the courses of 

Bachelor in Health, Spa & Resort Management (BHSRM) changed to 

Bachelor of Management (Health, Spa & Resort Management).  

 Learned Additional Advocate General submits that eight weeks 

time may be afforded to the Respondent No. 4 and Respondent No. 8 

to take steps in the matter.  

 Learned Counsel for the Petitioner submits that five 

representatives of the Petitioner-Association also be allowed to be 

present before the Respondent No. 8 when the matter is being taken 

up by the said Respondent.  

 Considered submissions. 

 The Respondent No. 4 shall submit a fresh comprehensive 

representation to the Respondent No. 8 by 20.05.2019 duly annexing 

a comparative chart of the syllabi of the courses as detailed supra 

with their change in nomenclature. 

 The Respondent No. 8 is directed to consider the representation 

filed by Respondent No. 4 in the joint presence of the representatives 

of the Respondent No. 4 as also five representatives of the Petitioner-

Association and shall dispose of the matter within eight weeks from 

today with a reasoned order.  

 Costs of travel, boarding and food for the five representatives of 

the Petitioner-Association shall be borne by the Respondent No. 4 

from the date that they embark on the journey till the time they are 

required by Respondent No. 8. The modalities on this aspect shall be 

worked out between the Petitioners and the Respondent No. 4. 
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 List on 22.07.2019.  

  

 

 
 

                                                                            
                                                                             Judge  
                                        15.05.2019 
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