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Case No. : CCPD/14476/1 O31 t2023
!n the matter ol:

Complainant:
Suo Motu

Respondent(s):
The Registrar, National lnstitute of Technology. Calicut

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

1 . Hearing: A hearing in the hybrid mode in the matter was conducted
on 25.11.2025 wherein the lollowing were presenl during the hearing:

Sl. No.
Name & Designation of the
Attendees (Smt./Shri) On behall of

Mode ol
Presence

Nilina Elais, Assistant Registrar.
Establishment

Respondent Online

2. Proceedings during the hearing:

2.1 This matter was taken upsuo motu by the Court on the basis ol information
received regarding the alleged non-compliance with the reservation roster and
recruilmenl guidelines for persons with benchmark disabilities (PwBD) in laculty
recruitment at NIT Calicut.

2.2 During the hearing, lhe Assistant Registrar (Establishment). NIT Calicut,
submitted that the grievance pertains to faculty recruilment advertisements issued
in the year 2023. ll was furlher submitted that one of the advertisements forming

the subject matter of lhe present suo motu proceedings is the same as that
involved in lhe earlier complaint filed by Shri Shibli Kumar (Case No.

CCDD142181101112023\. while the remaining two advertisements of the same
recruitmenl year also raise similar issues.

2.3 Upon consideration of the submissions, the Court observed that the present

suo motu proceedings and the complaint filed by Shri Shibli Kumar arise out ot the
same or connected laculty recruitment advertisements and involve substantially
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similar issues relating lo reservalion for persons with benchmark disabilities'
mainlenance ol lhe reservalion roster, and the recruitment process. The Court was
of the view that hearing both maters together would avoid multiplicity ol
proceedings and facilitate a comprehensive adjudication of the issues involved.

2.4 Accordingly. the Court recommended that the presentsuo motu proceedings

be clubbed with the connected case titled Shibli Kumar vs. NIT Calicut (Case No'

CCPD/I4218/101 l/2023) for ioint hearing and disposal.
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Dy. Chief Commissioner lor Persons with Disabilities


