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 The 1st petitioner – Soc iety is running 2nd petitioner – c ollege for the 

last seven years with the approva l of 1st respondent – AICET.  For the 

p resent ac ademic  year 2018-19, vide impugned order da ted  30.04.2018, 

1st respondent, based  on the rec ommendations of Stand ing Appella te 

Committee tha t there a re defic ienc ies perta ining  to land  and  build ing  

permission doc uments of the Institute;  has withd rawn the approva l of the 

2nd  petitioner – c ollege.  Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent writ petition 

has been filed . 

 

 Sri S.Niranjan Reddy, lea rned  Senior Counsel appearing  for the 

petitioner, referring  to the averments made in the a ffidavit filed  in support 

of the writ petition, submits tha t 1st respondent granted  approva ls for the 

last seven years and  for the p resent ac ademic  year, AICTE in the re-

sc rutiny inspec tion c ommittee meeting  found  tha t there a re no 

defic ienc ies and  the same is evident from the e-ma ils sent to the 2nd  

petitioner – c ollege da ted  26.03.2018.  The sa id  e-ma ils a re filed  as 

materia l papers. He sta ted  tha t in sp ite of ‘ nil’  defic ienc ies, impugned  

order has been passed  withd rawing the approva l on the ground  tha t the 

land  doc uments p roduc ed  by the petitioners a re in loc a l language.  He 

sta tes tha t this is a  minor defic ienc y and  tha t the petitioners will file 

transla ted  doc uments and  the nec essary build ing permission granted  by 

the c ompetent authority and  the same may be d irec ted  to be 

rec onsidered . 

 

 



 Sri K.Ramakanth Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing  Counsel appearing  for 1st 

respondent – AICTE submits tha t sinc e the defic ienc ies pointed  out were 

not rec tified  and  information perta ining  to land  and  build ing  of the 2nd  

petitioner – institution, a re found  to be inc orrec t, the approva l has been 

rejec ted .  Therefore, he sought to d ismiss the writ petition. 

 

A perusa l of the defic ienc ies mentioned  in the impugned  order 

goes to show tha t the land  doc uments p roduc ed  by the petitioners a re in 

loc a l language and  tha t the Committee c ould  not be c onvinc ed  tha t the 

land  belongs to the petitioner - Institute.  The lea rned  Senior Counsel for 

the petitioners submit tha t the petitioners will file transla ted  doc uments 

and  build ing permission p lans granted  by c ompetent authority.  In view of 

these c irc umstanc es, the impugned  order is set aside, leaving  it open to 

the petitioners to file transla ted  doc uments and  approved  build ing  

permissions granted  by the c ompetent authority, and  within two weeks of 

filing  suc h doc uments, the 1st respondent sha ll rec onsider the c la im of the 

petitioners for g rant of approva l for the p resent ac ademic  year 2018-19, in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

With the above d irec tion, writ petition is d isposed  of. 

 

Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 
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