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Date : 15/10/2014 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
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Abhi shek Manu Si nghvi, Sr. Adv.
CGopal sankar anarayanan, Adv.
Savita Singh, Adv.

Zaf ar, adv.

Ni dhi Ram Adv.
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Vi kramadi tya, Adv

M s Lal i ta Kaushi k, Adv.
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K. K. Venugopal , Sr. Adv.
Gopal Sankar anarayanan, Adv.
Prerna Priyadarshini, Adv.
Vi kramadi tya, Adv

Renjith. B, Adv.

Am tesh Kumar, Adv.
Shashank Shekhar, Adv.
Navi n Prakash, Adv.
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Gaur av Agrawal , Adv.
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M. Romy Chacko, Adv.
M. N khil Goel, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Navin Prakash, Adv.

M. R CGopal akri shnan, Adv.

State of M. Ram Naresh Yadav, Adv.
Raj ast han For Ms. Ruchi Kohli, Adv.

M. CGopal Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

W have heard Dr. A M Si nghvi and M.
Venugopal , | earned senior counsel appearing for the petitioners
and also M. Anitesh Kumar, |earned counsel appearing for the
respondent-All India Council for Technical Education (Al CTE)

M. Anmi t esh Kumar, | ear ned counsel submitted
since the matter concerning sane subject is referred to the
| ar ger Bench and t he matters are sub-j udi ce, it woul d

appropriate to defer the hearing of these cases.
has no objection with regard to extension of interimrelief

granted by this Court on earlier occasions.
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Havi ng regard to the subm ssion made by M. Amtesh
Kumar, |earned counsel appearing for AICTE, the interimorders
passed by this Court on 18.2.2013 as well as on 10.7.2012 shall

continue for the acaden ¢ session 2015- 2016 al so.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Sneh Lata Sharma)
Court Master Court Master

However ,

K. K

t hat

be

he
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