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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.5366 of 2015
Decided on : 19.11.2015

Vaish Institute
... Petitioner

Versus
All India Council for Technical Education and others
... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA

Present : Mr. Sehaj Bir Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Ashok Kumar Sharma, Advocate
for respondents No.1 and 3.

Mr. Amit Rao, Advocate for
Mr. Anurag Goyal, Advocate for respondent No.2.

G.S. Sandhawalia , J. (Oral)

Through the present writ petition petitioner seeks the
quashing of the order dated 29.12.2014 (Annexure P-19) passed
by respondent No.1, whereby the recognition granted to the
petitioner-institute for the Diploma Undergraduate and
Postgraduate Courses has been revoked.

The challenge has also been made to the order passed
in appeal which was passed on 10.03.2015 (Annexure P-23) and
the appeal has been rejected. The petitioner-institute thereafter
has been asked to shift the students to other institutions affiliated
to the Pandit B.D. Sharma University of Health Sciences for the

session 2014-15.
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In the written statement filed by respondent No.1, the
writ petition has been opposed on the ground that there was an
undated complaint forwarded by the CBI New Delhi regarding
corruption in approval process and undue favours to the petitioner
college. It is, however, submitted that in the next session i.e.
2015-16, the college which has many deficiencies has removed
the same.

Keeping in view the stand taken, this Court is of the
opinion that a fresh decision should be taken upon the issue by
respondent No.1. It is always open to the said respondent to re-
inspect the premises of the petitioner and give it a show cause
notice regarding the deficiencies, if any, and pass a fresh order.
The infrastructure which is available on record would be kept in
mind unfettered by the earlier order passed. In case, there is no
deficiency, it is expected that respondent No.1 would pass
appropriate orders.

With the above said observations, the present writ

petition is disposed of.

(G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
NOVEMBER 19, 2015 JUDGE

Naveen
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