*(I TEM NO 46 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) Nos.23240-23310/2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 19/08/ 2009 in WP Nos.22192-
22203/ 2009 connected with WP No.22382/2009, WP Nos. 22386- 22395/
2009, WP No. 22396/ 2009, WP Nos. 22406- 22410/ 2009, WP No. 22413/ 2009,
WP Nos. 23492- 23495/ 2009, WP No. 23496/ 2009, WP Nos. 23647- 23656/ 2009,
WP No. 22531/ 2009, WP Nos. 22628- 22634/ 2009, WP Nos. 22635- 22641/ 2009,
WP No. 22915/ 2009, WP No. 23160/ 2009, WP No. 23594/ 2009, WP Nos. 23595-
23596/ 2009, WP No. 24440/ 2009, WP Nos. 24656- 24657/ 2009, WP No. 24672/
2009 and WP Nos. 24232-24234/ 2009 of The HI GH COURT OF KARNATAKA

AT BANGALORE)

MEDI CAL COUNCI L OF | NDI A Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
Al MAN AHAMED KHAN & ORS. ETC. ETC. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for clarification/nodification of court’s order
and office report)

Wth S.L.P. (C) No.24437-24517 of 2009
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 30/ 09/ 2009 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGV

For Petitioner(s) Mani nder Si ngh, Sr. Adv.
Prati bha Si ngh, Adv.
Gaur av Shar ma, Adv.

Sur bhi  Meht a, Adv.

Abhi nav Mukerji, Adv.

Ranjit Kunar, Sr. Adv.
Naveen R Nat h, Adv.
Lalit Mohini Bhat, Adv.
Hetu Arora, Adv.
Anrita Sharmm, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) K. K. Venugopal , Sr. Adv.
L. N. Rao, Sr. Adv.

Dayan Kri shnan, Adv.
Gaut am Nar ayan, Adv.

K. Chaturvedi, Adv.

Ni khi | Nayyar, Adv.
Kiran Suri, Adv.

L. N. Rao, sr. Adv.

Sarwa M tter, dv.

Sant osh Gupt a, Adv.

Amt Qupta, Adv.

s. Mtter & Mtter Co., Advs.
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S. N. Bhat, Adv.



Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
Naveen R Nat h, Adv.
Lalit Mhini Bhat, Adv.
Hetu Arora, Adv.
Anrita Sharnmm, Adv.

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

A. Rohen Si ngh, Adv.

Amt Kumar Chaw a, Adv.
Vi krant Yadav, Adv.
Ramesh Kumar M shra, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

S.L.P. (O Nos.23240-23310 of 2009:
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Lear ned counsel appearing on behal f of the
Medi cal Council of India very fairly stated that

t hese speci al | eave petitions have becone

i nfructuous in view of the fact that final judgnent
has been rendered by the High Court in the wit
petitions in which the inpugned interimorder was
passed.

The speci al | eave petitions
accordi ngly, disposed of.
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S.L.P. (© Nos.24437-24517 of 2009:

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
M. Sanj ay R Hegde, | ear ned counse
appearing on behalf of the State of Karnataka after
taking instructions fromresponsible officer of the
State made a statement at the Bar that the fina
counsel l'ing for t he unfilled seats in medi ca
colleges is going on and the same will be conpl eted
t oday. He further stated that the State Governnent
will not surrender the seats as long as there are
candi dat es are avail abl e agai nst the Governnent
CET list and that no seats will be surrendered as
surplus to the private coll eges. In view of this

statenment made at the Bar, it is not necessary to

deci de these petitions on nerits and the sane are
di sposed of as infructuous. We have been told that
wit petitions in which the inpugned interimorder
was passed have been finally disposed of by the
Hi gh Court and special |eave petitions have been
filed against the final order passed by the High
Court.
The speci al | eave petitions are
accordi ngly, disposed of.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Savita Sainani ]
Court Master Court Master

ar e,
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