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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 10959/2018 & CM APPL. 42690/2018 

 BEEHIVE AYURVEDIC MEDICAL COLLEGE AND HOSPITAL 

 AND ANR.                ..... Petitioner 

    Through: Mr.Vivek Singh, Mr.Rahul Arya and 

    Mr.Eish Sharan, Advocates. 
 

    Versus 
  

 UNION OF INDIA AND ANR.        ..... Respondent 

    Through: Mr.Bhagwan Swarup Shukla, CGSC

    for R-1. 
 

       with  
 

W.P.(C) 11520/2018 & CM APPLs. 44524/2018, 1996/2021 

W.P.(C) 11438/2018 & CM APPL. 44258/2018  

W.P.(C) 11457/2018 & CM APPL. 44347/2018 

W.P.(C) 11458/2018 &  CM APPL. 44352/2018  

W.P.(C) 11535/2018 & CM APPL. 44617/2018 

W.P.(C) 11857/2018 & CM APPL. 45927/2018 

W.P.(C) 12090/2018 & CM APPL. 46826/2018 

W.P.(C) 12100/2018 & CM APPL. 46921/2018 

W.P.(C) 11516/2018 & CM APPL. 44492/2018 

W.P.(C) 11517/2018 & CM APPLs. 44513/2018, 44514/2018,  

53138/2018 

W.P.(C) 11534/2018 & CM APPL. 44614/2018 

 

For petitioners: Mr.Neeraj Jain and Mr.Anupam Mishra, Advocates in item 

No.30. 

Mr.S.S.Lingwal, Advocate in item Nos.32, 34, 35, 38. 

Mr.Jasbir Singh Malik, Advocate in item No.36 & 40. 

Ms.Pragya Puri, Advocate in item Nos. 33 & 37. 

Mr.Varun Thakur and Ms.Shraddha Sharan, Advocates in item No.39. 

Mr.Neeraj Jain and Mr.Anupam Mishra, Advocates in item No.41. 

 

For Respondents: Mr.Bhagwan Swarup Shukla, CGSC for UOI in item 

Nos. 29, 30 & 32 to 41. 

Ms.Archana Pathak Dave, Standing Counsel with Mr.Pramod Kumar 

Vishnoi, Advocates for R-2/CCIM in item Nos. 29, 30 & 32 to 41. 
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Mr.Dev.P.Bhardwaj, Central Government Counsel for UOI with Ms.Anubha 

Bhardwaj and Mr.Sachin Singh, Advocates in item No.32 & 34. 

Mr.Virendra Rawat, Advocate for R-3 in item No.35. 

Mr.Sanjeev Sabharwal, Sr.Panel Counsel for UOI in item No.35 

Mr.Anurag Ahluwali, CGSC for R-1 & 2 in item No.37. 

Mr.Virendra Rawat, Advocate for R-4 in item No.38. 

Mr.Brajesh Pandey, Advocate for intervener in item No.39. 

Mr.Ripu Daman Bhardwaj, CGSC for R/UOI in item Nos.33, 38 & 40. 

Mr.Sandeep Devashish Das and Ms.Anurima Sood, Advocate for R-4 in 

item No.41. 

 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV 

    O R D E R 

%    15.03.2023 

1. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the parties submit that the 

issue involved in all these petitions is with respect to grant of recognition for 

running Bachelor of Ayurvedic Medicine and Surgery course (BAMS) for 

the academic year 2018-2019. 

2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners state that all 

these institutions were already on-going institutions prior to 2018-2019. 

According to them on account of certain alleged short comings the 

recognition was not granted for the academic year 2018-2019 by the 

competent authority. They, therefore, have approached this court in 

respective writ petitions. Learned counsel further points out that this court in 

terms of different interim orders granted the permission to the petitioners to 

participate in the counselling and to admit the students to the permissible 

intake capacity for the academic year 2018-2019. They, therefore, submit 

that on the basis of interim protection granted by this court, the petitioner-

institutions admitted the students in the academic year 2018-2019 and  
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thereafter, the admitted students are continuing their studies.  According to 

them, all the institutions were subsequently inspected and for all subsequent 

years, the institutions have been granted recognition by the competent 

authority.  However, in some of the cases there were certain litigations but 

the fact remains that in all subsequent years, either by the directions of the 

court or otherwise, the recognition was granted. Petitioners, therefore, state 

that now the students are at the verge of completion of their course and 

under the present circumstances,  if the students are asked to discontinue 

their studies, the same would be highly detrimental to them. They also 

undertake that if there are any deficiencies to be pointed out by the 

competent authority, the institution concerned would undertake to rectify the 

same. 

3. The date of interim order passed in each petition is as under:-  

 

Writ petition No. Date of interim order 

W.P.(C) 10959/2018 11.10.2018 

W.P.(C) 11520/2018 29.10.2018  & 14.11.2018 

W.P.(C) 11438/2018 23.10.2018 

W.P.(C) 11457/2018 29.10.2018 

W.P.(C) 11458/2018 23.10..2018 

W.P.(C) 11535/2018 25.10.2018 

W.P.(C) 11857/2018 31.10.2018 

W.P.(C) 12090/2018 12.11.2018 

W.P.(C) 12100/2018 12.11.2018 

W.P.(C) 11516/2018 25.10.2018 

W.P.(C) 11517/2018 29.10.2018 

W.P.(C) 11534/2018 29.10.2018 & 14.11.2018 
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4. It is to be noted that while perusing the interim order, deficiencies 

were not found to be so inherent to doubt the student's basic eligibility for 

admissions.  

5. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the respondents do not 

dispute the said position that for each institution, the recognition after 2018-

2019 were granted by the competent authority.  

6. In view of the aforesaid, since interim orders was operating in favour 

of each institution, and as of now, the students are at the verge of completion 

of their respective course, this court finds it appropriate to make the interim 

order absolute and to set aside the impugned order in each petition with 

further directions to the respondent competent authority to take appropriate 

action if so necessitated on the basis of prevailing circumstances. 

7. The petitions are therefore, disposed of in the aforesaid terms.  

 

 

PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV, J 

MARCH 15, 2023/MJ 
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