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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s) . 5102/ 2016

(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 28/ 01/2016
in WP No. 19819/2015 passed by the High Court of MP. at Jabal pur)

NATI ONAL COUNCI L FOR TECHNI CAL EDUCATI ON Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

AMBI TI ON COLLEGE OF EDUCATI ON & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with interimrelief and office report)

W TH

SLP (C) No. 7461/ 2016

SLP (C) No.12488/2016

(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling C/ C of the inpugned

judgnment and interimrelief and Ofice Report)

I.A. No.3 &4 in SLP (C) No.9010/2016
(for directions and exenption fromfiling OT. and Ofice Report)

SLP (C) No.9921 of 2016
(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling CC of the inpugned
judgnent and interimrelief and Ofice Report)
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER



Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

This Court on 21.08. 2015, had passed an interimorder which is
to the followi ng effect: -

"It is hereby directed that in the case of State
of Raj asthan, before the perm ssion is granted by
N.C. T.E. in respect of the subsequent years, it
shal| take |eave of this Court."

It is subnitted by M. Guar av Shar ma, | ear ned counse

appearing for the National Council for Teachers Education (NCTE)
that it has scrutinized all the applications and inspected the
institutions and the letter of intent was issued but no fornal
deci sion has been taken in view of the aforesaid order

M. Saurav M shra, |earned counsel for the State states that
the State shall give the input within a week fromthe date if the

applications are provided by the NCTE In view of the sane, it is
directed that the applications be forwarded/sent by Email to the
conpet ent authority of t he State. Be it not ed, t he time

curtailed as the State has assured that it will be so done. After

the State sends its comments/ recommendations, the NCTE shall take

its i ndependent deci sion at its | evel and commruni cat e to
applicants. Needl ess to enphasi se, the applications where letters

of intent have been issued shall only be considered.

Let the matters be listed in the first week of August, 2016

(@l shan Kumar Arora) (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master Court Master
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