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      SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

          WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 420 OF 2008

MAYAMK’S WELFARE SOCIETY & ANR.                      Petitioner(s)

            VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ANR.                        Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T.,directions and office report )
WITH
W.P(C) NO. 426 of 2008
(With appln. for directions)

Date: 26/09/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE P. SATHASIVAM

For Petitioner(s)
            Ms. Pragati Neekhra,Adv.

                                  Mr. Ranjit Kumar,Sr.Adv.
                                  Mr. K.V.Vishwanathan,Adv.
                                  Mr. Abdhesh Chaudhary,Adv.
                                  Mr. C.K.M.Singh,Adv.
                                  Mr. K.B.Upadhyay,Adv.
                                  Mr. Amit Jaiswal,Adv.
            Mr. S.R. Setia,Adv.

for MCI                           Mr. H.N.Salve,Sr.Adv.
                                  M/s. Maninder Singh,Pratibha M.Singh,
                                  Gaurav Sharma,Sumeet Bhatia and
                                  Surbhi Mehta,Advs.

for UOI                           Mr. Gopal Subramanium,ASG.
                                  Mr. Aman Ahluwalia,Adv.
                                  Ms. Sushma Suri,Adv.
For Respondent(s)
for Intervenor:   Dr. A.M.Singhvi,Sr.Adv.
                            Mr. A.P.Shruti,Adv.
                            Mr. Akshat Shrivastava,Adv.
                            Mr. P.P.Singh,Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
         ORDER

                    Mr. Gopal Subramanium, learned Additional Solicitor General
     appearing for Union of India stating that the inspection was also conducted but
     the percentage of the teaching staff in various departments and other facilities
     were inadequate and the petitioner-institution cannot be given permission.

                    The writ petitions are accordingly disposed of without prejudice
     to their rights and to continue to get permission in the next calender year.

       [SUMAN WADHWA]                          [VEERA VERMA]
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