| TEM NO 104 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 89 OF 2011

JAI PURI A I NST. OF MGT. & CORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
ALL I NDI A COUNCI L FOR TECHNI CAL EDU. &ORS Respondent (' s)

(Wth appln(s) for interimRelief)

W TH

WP(C) NO 90 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for stay and office report)

WP(C NO 92 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for stay office report)

WP(C NO 219 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for stay, pernission to place additional docunents on
record, permission to file additional docunents and office report)
T.P.(© NO 510 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for stay and office report)

T.P.(© NO 511 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for stay and office report)

T.P. (O NO 514 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for stay and office report)

SLP(C) NO 15584 of 2011

(Wth office report)

Date: 10/07/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA
HON BLE MR JUSTICE ANIL R DAVE

For Petitioner(s) M. Sunil Gupta, Sr. Adv.
WP 89 M. Vinay Garg Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Sharma, Adv.
Tanmay Agarawal , Adv.
WP 90 K. K. Venugopal, Sr. Adv.
M. C. V. Francis, Adv.
Ramesh Babu M R, Adv.
S. Jindal, Adv.
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WP 92 K. K Venugopal , Sr. Adv.
Gopal Sankaranarayan, Adv.
Nar esh Kaushi k, Adv. for

s. Lalita Kaushi k, Adv.

=ss%

WP 219 Ms. Sandhya Goswami, Adv.

Ms. N Beri, Adv.

M. MP.S. Tomar, Adv.
TP 510, 511, 514 M. Navin Prakash, Adv.
SLP 15584 M. Gaurav Agrawal, Adv.
WP 325 M. Romy Chacko, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
for AlICTE) M. Rakesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.



Am tesh Kunr, Adv.
Ravi Kant, Adv.

N khi |l Shar ma, Adv.
Sansriti Pat hak, Adv.
Navi n Prakash, Adv.

Vi bha Datta Makhija, Adv.

Rony Chacko, Adv.
Varun Mudgal , Adv.

SS & SFSSS

(State of Rajasthan) M. Ram Naresh Yadav, Adv.
For M. R Gopal akri shnan , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
WP. (C No. 219 of 2011:

Wit Petition is disnmissed as withdrawn in ternms of signed order.
REMAI NI NG MATTERS:

We have heard M K K. Venugopal, |earned senior counsel for the
petitioners in WP. (C) Nos. 90 and 92 of 2011, M. Sunil CQupta, |earned
seni or counsel for the petitioner in WP. (C) No. 89 of 2011 and Rakesh
Dwi vedi, |earned senior counsel for the respondent No. 1 - AICTE

The interimorder passed by this Court initially on Mirch 17,
2011, nodified by the subsequent order dated July 26, 2011 and reiterated
in respect of admi ssions for Post Gaduate Diploma in Mnagenent (PGDM
2012- 2013 vide order dated March 1, 2012 shall also govern PGDM adm ssions
for the year 2013-2014.

The PCGDM Institutions are directed to conply with, if not conplied
so far, the direction given by this Court in the order dated March 17, 2011
that each college shall submt a declaration to AICTE and the State
Governnment di sclosing the sources from which they wll be drawing the
students and the percentages, if any, earmarked for such source within four
weeks fromtoday. In default, the above order shall not be applicable to
the defaulter institutions.

I.A. No. 3in WP. No. 92 of 2011 stand di sposed of accordingly.

| (Pardeep Kunar) | | (Renu Di wan)
| Court Master | | Court Master

[ SIGNED ORDER IN WP. (C) NO 219 CF 2011 IS PLACED ON THE FI LE]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClviL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 219 OF 2011



EXCEL | NST. OF MANAGEMENT & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

ALL 1 NDI A COUNCI L FOR TECHNI CAL Respondent ( s)
EDUCATI ON

O R D E R

Ms. Sandhya CGoswami, |earned counsel for the petitioners,
that she has instructions to withdraw Wit Petition.
2. Wit Petition is, accordingly, dismssed as w thdrawn.
3. In view of dismssal of Wit Petition as wthdrawn,
interlocutory application, if any, also stands dismi ssed.

NEW DELHI ; J.
JULY 10, 2012 (ANIL R DAVE)

subm ts

pendi ng



