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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 208 OF 2010

SAI NT KABI R COLLEGE OF EDUCATI ON & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
NATI ONAL COUNCI L FOR TEACHER EDU. & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions)
Dat e: 24/05/ 2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K. PRASAD
( VACATI ON BENCH)
For Petitioner(s) M. Sanjay Sharawat, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In this petition filed under Article 32 of
the Constitution of India, the petitioners have

made the follow ng prayer

"(a) Issue a wit of certiorari and quash
t he i npugned public notice dated 28.07.2009 issued
by t he Respondent No. 1 (Annexure P-1) on t he
ground of it being unconstitutional and violative
of articles 14 and 19 of t he Constitution of
India; and

(b) Consequent |y i ssue a Wit of
mandanus and direct t he Respondent s to accept,

process and finally decide the application sought
to be submtted by the Petitioners with Respondent
No. 2 on 30. 10. 2009 for seeking perm ssion for
addi ti onal i nt ake of seats in B. Ed course from
2010- 2011 acadeni c session and further direct them
to grant requisite pernission in this regard if
f ound eligible in accor dance with t he NCTE
Regul ations and nornms and standards.”
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A per usal of t he record shows t hat
Petitioner No.1 had chal |l enged Annexure P-1 before
Del hi High Court in Wit Petition (C) No 13469 of
20009.
On 27.11.2009, an interimorder was passed
by the | earned Single Judge of the Hi gh Court.
However, when the matter was taken up for hearing

on 6. 5. 2010, | ear ned counsel appeari ng for



petitioner No. 1 bef ore t he Hi gh Court made

request t hat his client may be permtted
withdraw the wit petition with liberty to file
petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of
I ndi a.

Ve have hear d | ear ned counsel for
petitioners. Al though, it is not possible to find
out the reason which pronpted the | earned counse
for the petitioners to withdraw the wit petition
filed bef ore t he Hi gh Court, but, we have
hesitation to observe t hat t he pr esent

petition is wholly misconceived and deserves to be

di sm ssed as such. Ordered accordingly.
However , liberty is gi ven to
petitioners to file fresh Wit petition

Article 226 of the Constitution of India before an
appropriate jurisdictional H gh Court.

(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Phool an WAti Arora)
Sr. P A Court Master

a

to

t he

no

t he

under



