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Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit Act, 1954 (Kerala Act 5 of 1994)—
Section 2¢ (5) (b)—T%e powers, dulies and functions of the first Vice-
Chancellor are subject to 8]l the restrictions or qualifications prescribed by
the Act and the Statutes.

The petitioners, who are \candidates applicd for various posts in
Sree Sankaracharya Univdysity of Sanskrit, challenge selections
made by the first Vice_Chancellor of the University on the grounds
fiat (i) the selection committee was\improperly constituted even before
£ issuance of First Statutes; (ii) no‘qualifications were prescribed for
2rious posts in the notification; (¢iF) pipciple of communal reservation
wsnot followed; (iv) unqualified pers
{ gualification which had no  authority
genmittee had no  guidelines The learned Single Judge

¢t aside the selections. The University an
e filed these Writ Appeals. Dismissing the

s were sclected in relaxgtion

law, and that (») selection
whatsoever.
aggrieved appointees
Nrit Appeals,

The power of the Syndicate to appointXeachers, the power

! in respect of the
aalification of teachers and the power of the Vice-Ghancellor under
ion 26 (6) to appoint teachers are to be exercise§ subject to the
rovisions of the  Act and the Statute. Section 31 is also\to the same
ct. Therefore the first Vice-Chancellor cannot derive\any power

sticr of appointment of teachers, he is only exercising the powekg
;\g{orming the dutics and functions of the Syndicate and the Acadex
sncil.  Therefore such powers, duties and functions are subject
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