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1. Justice must not nrerely be done but it must also be seen to be done,
The behaviour and conduct of members of the higher judiciary must re affirnr
the people's faith in the impartiality of the judiciary, Accordingly any act of the
judge of the Supreme Court or a High Courl, whether in ofiicjal or pe.sonal
capacily which erodes the credibility of this perception has to be avoidecl.

. )', l'dgu sltou d rpt conlest the electron to any office c,f a club, s,loiety
or other association, further he shall not hold such elective office except in a
society or association connected r,riith the law.

3, Close associatron with indrvidual members of the Bar, particularly ,hose
who practtce in the same court, shall be eschewed.

4. A ludge shall not permit any member of his immediate family, suc h as
sp0Llse, s0n, daughter, son-in-law or daughter-in_iaw or any other :lose
relative, if a member of the Bar, to appear before him or even be associated in
any manner with a cause to be dealt wrth by him

5. No member of his family, who is a member of the Bar, shal be
permitted to use the residence in which the Judge actually nasides or .lher
facilrties for processional work,

6 A '.Judge should practise a deqree of aroofness consistent yyith the
drgnrty of his office,

7 A Judge shall not hear and oecide a matter in which a member o1 nrs
family, a close relation or a fnend s concerned.

B' A Judge shall not enter into pubric debate or express his views in pr-bric
on political matters that are pending or are likeiy to arise for iud ciar
determinatron

9. A Judge is expected to let his judgments speak for themselves, He
shall not give tnterview to the media,

10. A Judge shall not accept gifts or hospitality except from his famlv,
close relations and friends.

11. A Judge shall not hear ancj decide a matter jn a companv in whjch teholds shares is concerned unress he has discrosed his interest and ro
oblectron to hrs hearing and deciding lhe matter is raised.

1, A ,lLrdQe slr311 not speculate il shares stocks or the itke.

13' A Judge sharr not engage directrv or indirectly in trade or business.
either by himself or in assocration wrth any otirer peison. (publication of a



legal treatise or any activity in the nature of a hobby shall not bt: construec as

a trade or bus ine ss ).

14. A Judge should not ask for, accept contributions or othe;rwise actirely

associate himself with the raising of any'fund for any purpose,

15. A Judge should not seek any flnancial benefit in the form o'a
perquis te or privilege attached to his office unless it is clearly eLva lable. Any
doubt in this behalf must be got resolved and clarrfied througl' the Clrief
J u st;c e.

16 Every Judge must at all tmes be conscious that he rs under the pui)lic

gauze and there should be no act or omission by him which is unbecoming of
the high office he occupies and the pubilc esteem in which that office ls helc.
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has been ca'ceiled a,c.l the colreges have be,en de barred from

admitting students i, trir: ,exr two academic 'years i.e. 2017-tg

and 2018-19. Thereby, the Medical Council ol Indiir, (for short,

hereinafter to be referrecl to as "MCI /councir',) has arso been

authorised to encash the bank guarantees submitted by the

colleges/rnstitutions, as required for availing; the conditional

permission as above, The colieges/institutions have been

directed not to admit students in the MBBI] course in the

academic years 2017- 1B and 2}lg_lg.

2, We have heard M/s. Salman Khurshid, S,G Hasnain,

Gr-rrukrishna Kumar, A. Sharan, p.S. patwaiia, Kap.l Sibal, V.

Giri, Nidhesh Gupta, R. Basant, Raju Ramachandran, Sanjay R.

Flegde, Dr, Rajeev Dhau,an, C,A. Sundaram, Vikras Singh,

Maninder Singh, Ajit Kumar Sinha, Senror Adv.ocater; and Mr.

Mjshra Saurabh, learned counsel for tlte parties.

3.

u,irich

much

constitute

so that the

It is submitted across the Bar that the foundaticnal facts,

the essence of the dissension,

sequence of events, if drawn

suffice to comprehend the
petitions would

are idr:ntical so

from ary of the

issues to be

addressed Hai'ing regard to the striking likeness of th: factuai

I
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lramelork of the cases in hand,.for the sake o, brevity and

convenience, facts in bare minimum as available in the

pleadings of w.P. (c) No. 411 of 2QtT - Grocar Mea,.icar coilese

and Super Speciattg Hospitat and. Research Centre us.

Union of India and Another and W.p.(C) No. 4ii6 of 2017 _

Gagatri vidga parishad. societg & Another ut;. (Jnion of

Ind.ia and Another u,ouki be adverted to.

4. The colleges/institutrons in this batch had, as required

under section 10A of the Indian Medicai council A<:t, r956 (ror

short, hereinafter to be referred to as ,,the Act,, and the

Establishment of Medical college Regurations , lggtt (for short,

hereinafter to be referred to as "Regulations") framed thereunder

dul-y submittecl schemes for grant of letter of per.mission to

establish new medical coiiege with annual intakc of MBBS

students, as mentioned rn their individuar apprications, from the

academic ],ear 201 6- I 7 As ordained in law, the Courrcil caused

an inspection of the colleges to be made blr j1s rlouncil of

Assessors on I i,r, and 12,h December, 2015, whereafter the

assessment report was laid before the Executive co.mittee of

lhe I,ICI, rvhich in its meeting clated 28.12.2015, on a
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consideration of the deficiencies pointed out, for,l,arded

recommendation to the Central Government disapproving

schenres lor the academic year 2016-17 on 31.12.2015.

5. The Central Government in its turn, by lerter dated

05.02.2016 consequently disapproved as well, the schemes of the

petitioner colleges/institutions for the academic year 20l6-17 ,

6. Shortly thereafter, this Cor-trt by its judgment and order

dated 02.05,2016 rendered in Modern Dental College and

Research Centre & Anr, us. Stafe of Mad.hga pt'adesh &

Ors.: constituted the Oversrght Committee, amongst others to

o\relsee the functioning of the Council under the Act. As the

records demonstrate, the Oversight Committee intenrerred in the

process as reportedly many colleges/institutions did ccmplajn of

denial of opportunity to submit their compliance write ;p, to

deficiencies pointed out bv the assessors and bv

communication dated 22,06.2016 permitted those

colleges/institutions to submit their compliance inputs afresh to

the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare and further directed

the council to conduct compliance verification insp,:ction of

4
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those colleges/institutions and submit the inspection report to

the Central Government.

7 . Subsequent thereto, the Oversigh: Comnrittee by its

communicarion dated 1 1 g 2o 16 addressed to the central

Governrnent, Ministry ol Health and Family Welfare, for the

reasons recorded, granted conditional appro,,al to the

colleges/institutions, as mentioned therein, subj:ct to the

lollowing conditions:

"(i) An affidavit lrom the Dean,/princio,tl
and Chairman of the Trust concernl,l,
affirming fulfillment of alI deficiencies and
statements made in the respectir e
compliance report submittecl to MHFW bv
22 June,2016.

(ii) A bani< guarantee in the amount of Rs.
2 crore in far,our ol MCI, r,vhich will be valirlfor 1 year or until the first renewal
assessment, whichever is 1ater, Such banll
guarantee will be in addition to thr:
prescribed fee submitted aiong wlth tht:
applicatior-r.

3.2(a) OC may direct inspection to verifl
the compliance submitted by the college
and considered by OC, anylime after 30
September,2016,

(b) In default of the condrtions (i) and (ii) in
para 3.2 above and if the compliances are



!:ld inc.omplete in the inspection to treconducted after 30 Septembei, zijl? *.i-lcoliege rvilt be debarrei rro* i..J"."trU. ,,students for 22O1T-1g., Years comme ncing

B. Accordingl5r, the

u-12011lt3l2016-ME_r

Central Government

dated 20.8,2016,

vice letter No.

in rleference to
the above djrections of the Oversight Committee, issued the
lelrer of permission sublect to the above condirions, initiaJly
fol a period of one year and renewable on yearll, basis also
sub'iect to the verification of the achievement of annual
targets, as inclicated in their ..h.rrres and re_validation of the
performance bank guarantees, It was mendoned arr we, that
the next batch of students of MBBS Course 1br the academic
session 2017-rB would be admitted in the colreges onry after
obtaining permission liom Central Government and on
fulfiiling the conditions laid ao*,n by the ()versight

Committee, as stipr-rlated hereinabove,

9. The petitioners assert that on being intimatecl of the
above order, they accordingly, through their au :horised
representatives, as djrected submitted the afltdiLvits of

6
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compliance affirming that they had rectriied all the
deficiencies pointed out in the rnspection conclucted by the
Council on 11112.12.2015 and also had furnislied the bank
gllarantees, as required. The communications :o this effect
are on 30.9.2016 and 1.g,2016. The colleges/institutions,

as have been mentioned in course of the argunLents, have
meanwhire' acting on trris conditionai retter of permission,
admitted students to the academic year 2016-17,

I0. The MCI caused anotirer inspection ol the
colleges/institutions to be made by its counc, of Assessors
on 21 I 22.12.20i6, whereafter on a considerati.n of the
report submittecl by its assessors, jn its meeting held on
13.1.2017 did recorcl, a number of perststing deficjencies. It

uras thus of the view that the coileges/institutions had failed
to abide by the undertaking given b-v them to the central
Government that there was no deficiency as per. clause
3,2(1) of the communication dated 11.g.2016 of the
Oversight Committee and as a consequence, recomrnended
in terms of paragraph 3.2(b) of the above comrnurication
that the said colleges/institutions be debarred from
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adraitting sfudents in

vears i.e.2017_18,

guarantees furnished

decision taken, a copy

the MBBS Course for the two ircademic

2018-19 and further th;.t the bank

by them be encash,:d. As per the

of the recommendatic,ns to the above

effect was forwarded to the Central Governmcnt and the

Oversight Committee.

I 1. The Central Government in

dated ) ) )A1az-...2\r r /. addressed

AS

The

turn. b1 i:s r:ommunicatjon

ro the perjtioner
colJeges/institutions informed that an ooporuniry of
personal hearing would be granted on t7 ,1.201T and
8.2.2017 on the issue of the recommendation of the MCi for
debarment of the colleges for two academic sessions,

above and for encashment of their bank guarant:es,

colleges/ir-rstitutions were instructecl to depu te their
authorised representatives to present their case vis_a_r,is the
recommendations of the MCi aiong with the requisite
information jn the prescribed format to be laid before the
committee concerned.

12. In response, the petitioner colleges/instjtuticns in
time submitted their repl-y maintaining that almost all the



deficiencies pointecl out in the inspection carrjed on
11r12'12'2015 had been rectified and that the deficiencies

noted in the subsequent inspection were nc)t the same and
further- were at best minor in naturc.

13. Item-wtse replies u,jth clarifications rvere fr-rrnished by
t^e corieges vis-a-vis the deficiencies pointed r)ut in the
irrspection held on 2l.r and 22d December, 2016. The

colieges/institutions craimed that in fact t.hert: was no
deficienc.v and that they

overcome, if there be any,

were making all ef forts to

and praSzed that t,:e minor
deficiencies be condoned a'd the conditiona.r Lop (Letter of
Permission) be confirmed.

14 A heanng was provided to the institutions,,colleges

by a Hearing Committee of the Central Governrnent on
17.1,2017 and, 8.2.2017 and the comments of the Hearing

committee along with the recommendations/comments 
of

the Director General of Health Services in respect oi. the
coileges mentioned therein, were forwarded to the Central
Governmen t on 23.3.2017, As rvould be eviclent froln this
document, it contained four columns ancl the thirrj arrd

9



10
fourth thereof did set out the comments of the Hearing

Committee and recommendations/comments cf l)irector
General of Health Senices (for short ,,DGHS,,) 

respectively. It
may be noted in the passing that whereas the cc,mments of
the Hearing Committee in respect oi mo{;t of the
colleges/institutions \vas ,,No satisfactcry evidence
available,,, the recommendations/comments ,rf the DGHS

discrosed that the said ar-rthority on noting the dr:nciencies

highlighted clid suggest some relaxation in the approach
thereto, to be brought to the notice of the r)versight

Committee and also recommended that rl-re Over-sight

Commitree may take necessary initiatives jn this regard, As
thjs documcnt ii,ould also reveal, the recommerndiLtions of
the MCI and the comments of the Hearing Commirtee and
the DGHS rvere forwarded to the Central Governrrent be
surbmitted for further directions/comments from the
Oversighr Committee.

15. A lull followed and it was only on S.S.2OIT that the
a6-+-^l /'\!L1rLrcl.r (rovernment forwarded the aforementioneci
recommendations datecj 23.3.20j7 rc the Over.sight
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Committee, As this communication would reveal, the

Hearing Cornmittee/DGHS had granted personar hearing to

the colleges on t7.t.2O1Z and B.2.2OIZ. Noriceably,

horvever though the contents ol the proceedings dated

23,3,2017 of the Hearing Committee/DGHS were set rrut in
that letter dated S,S 2Ot7 , the column conta ining the

recommendations/comments of the DGHS did not find

place therein. In other words, as is patent, only a lrur,cated

version of the document dated 23.3.2022 was fon,zarded by

the Central Government to the Oversight Committee. The

letter mentioned that tl-re observations of the Hearing

Committee constituted by the DGHS, be construed to be

the views of the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare.

16. The Ietter No, OC lUc l2016-16 (Cor:dittonal

Approvals) 25g dated 14,5.2017 of the oversight cornmirtee

foliolved in response. As this ietter would evince, the

Oversight Commrttee on a detailecl. consicieration of the

factual backdrop and on an in_depth

deficiencies pointed out by the assessors

viervs of the Hearing Committee and

analysis of the

of the MCl, the

of the Central
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Government, by recording reasons, disrrissed the

deficiencies enumerateci and recommended confirmation

ol the conditional letter of permisp-ion earlier gra:rted to the

colleges/institutions concerned.

17. The impugned decision convsysci by tht: letter No,

\i.12012127 12016_X,{E_t [FTS.30844749] dated 31., Muy,

2C)17, as referred to hereinabove was thereaf:er issued.

Thereby to reiterate, the decision of the Certral Governmr:nt

to ciebar rhc peririoner coreges/rnsrrrurions from admitting

students in the next two academic years 2017_iB and

2018-19 and also to authorise the MCI to encash the bank
grarantees was communicated. Directions lvere a.so issued

to the concerneci colleges/institutions not to admit stucients

in the MBBS course in the said academic years.

18. The quintessence of the contrasting contenti:ns next
needs to be outlinecl, It ]ras been rnsistentJ,v urged on beha.lf

of the petitioners that in the pronounced backdrop of facts

outlining the rnarch of events, the impugnecl decisicn is on
the face of it, unsustainable being bereft of any rezrson or
relevant consideration. It has been argued that the
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Oversight Committee har,,ing being

bv its judgment and order dated

Dental Cottege Research Centre

cons:ituted Ly this court

02.05.2016 in Modern

(supra) authorizrng it to

oversee all statutory functions under the Act arrd leaving it

recommer dations

which is grossly

L1LI]c petlltOnCr

at liberty to issue appropriate remediar directions, the

impugned order is in the teeth of the recommendations of the

said Committee, as communicated in its letter dated

14'05 2017 overrurrng the deficiencies on the bas.s oi which

purportedl.1,, the petitioner colleges/instituttons are being

sought to be debarred from admitting students ir: the

academic session for the years 2017_lB and 20lg_19 and

their bank guarantees are ordered to be encasherl. It has

been emphatically asserted that having regard to the status

of the o'ersight committee and the rore assrgned to it r;r trris
Cor-rrt. its recommendations/r.iervs, as conveyed by its letter

dated 14 .os ,20 17 , by no means courci har e been

disregarded. It has been stoutly canvassed that not onlv the

Cetrtral Government in acting onl,v,on the

of the MCI hacl proceeded in a manner

unfair and unreasonable ,is_a_uis
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institutions 

/ colleges, the maniier in which the impugned
decision has been taken tantamounts to denial cf hearing to
rhem, as mandated by Section 10A(4)of the Act. It has been
r";rged as rvcll thar the action of fom 'arding the incomplete
proceedings of the Hearing Cornmittee/DGHS ro the
Oversight Committee betrays inexplicable prejucice and a
predetermined disposition against the petitioner
colieges/rnstitutions, rendenng the impugned decision non
est rn lau,.

i9, As against rhis, ir has been argued in emphatic
refutatlon on beha]f of the respondents that tht: Central
Go'ernment being the final decision making author;ty un.ler
the Act on the issue of grant or refr:sa.l of
permission/renewal 

of permission, there is no embargo on it
to take a decision thereon, more so there belng no nandate
that it would be bor,rnd b,r, the recommendations of the
Oversight Committee, It has been contended that th,: views
expressed by the Oversight Committee jn its communication
dated

in its

14.05.2017 are

letter datecl

contrary to

11,08,2016,

its directives ear.lier ssuecl

recommending grant oi
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condrrjonal LOp to the petrtioner institutions/colleges Ir has
been insistecl that not only the petitioner
institutions/colieges had failed to provide thr) pjplrnu,
teacrring' clinicar' infrastructural and other faci ities in the
colleges as dilulged in the successive inspections, they have
heen found to be non_compliant of the undertakings given by
them to the Centraj Government as well. It has bt:en argued
that the impugned ciecisron, in the attendant facts and
,-i-^.,*^.L,r \_ L{rr1s LAnces, rs unassaiiable and .oes not rnerit anv
interference.

20. After hearing the learned counsel for the partir:s and on
a consideration of the materials .on record, to the extent
essential, we are of the considered opinion rhat the
impugnecl clecision cannot be sustajned in law as w:ll as on
facts. Significantiy, the

documents referrecl to

form part of the recorcls.

21. A bare perusal of

authentrcity and correctness of the

by the parties al.e not dispu:ed and

the letter dated 31.05.201 7 rvould
demonstrate in clear terms that the same is de hors any

mentions on.iy about the: grant
reason in support thereoL lt



3e
16

ol conditionar permission on the basis of the appror.ar of the
oversight Committee, and an opportunity of hearing
vis-a-vis trre recommendations or ine Mcr in its retter dateci
l5 01 20r7 highrighting rhe cleficiencies detecred in rourse of

the inspection undertaken on 2l,,and 22nd Decern ber,2016,
blrt is conspicuousll,siient with regard to the out:ome of the
proceedings of the Hearing Committee, rhe recomrnendations

recorded therein both of the Committee and the )GHS and
more tmportantJy those of the Oversight Committet: conveyed

1r,r'its cor:,nunication dated l4.05.2OlZ,ali ear.lier in pornt

of time to the decision taken. This assumes impc,rtance in
vieiv of the unequivocal mandate contained in the prorriso to
Section l0A(4) of the Act, dealing with the issue, amongst

others of establishment of a medical college. The relevant

excerpt of sub_section 4 of Section 10A of the Act ior ready
referenie is set out hereinbelow:

"(4) The Central Government may, afterconsidering the sch.me--- ,"a therecommendations of the Council undersub-section (3) and ,fte. oOtuilir.,g, *t .r.necessary, such other particulars u."rnay beconsidered necessary Ut,it iro, it"i.r.r1 o,cotlege concerned, ona rrrutnl ;;;i; to the

fl
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factors referred to in sub_section t7, pit.o.
approve (with such conaitions, ; ;;;, ";,':;may consider neces -'--J ' "
s chem e ;;;'"; :;:ilr;:,1::":fl :?ru 

r;
permission undei sub_section (1);

1C

:tt
)P

o5

22. Though as the records testify. a hearing wa; provided

to the petitioner colleges/institutions

Committee constitutecl by the DQHS

proceedings dated 23,3, 2OIZ) quathe recommeno

the N{CI conrainecl in its letter dated 1 5.01.2017,
hereinabove , the proceeclings of the Heanng Comn

reflect varying views of the Hearing Committee

DGHS. the latter reconrrnendrng various aspects bei

deficiency ro be laid before the OC f,or an app

decrsion. The Central Government did forw,ard, e

pruned version of the proceedings of the Hearing Con

through th

(as mentron

: Hearing

:d in the

ations of

as noted

rittee do

and the

rring on

'oprrate

.lbeit a

rmittee
to the oversight committee after a time rag of arm,st six
weeks. The reason therefor is however not forthcomin5;, The
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O'ersight Committee, to reiterate, tirough on a c,nsideration

of all the relevant facts as well as the views of t re MCI and

the proceedings ol the Hearing Committee as lajd before it,

did cast aside the cleficiencies minuted by th: IVICI and

recommended confirmation of the letters of permissron ol the

petrtioner colleges/institutions, the impugned de cision has

been taken by the

does not contain

developments.

Central Government which on

anv reference u,hatsoerrer

the face of it

ol all these

23. As a reasonable opportunity of hearing contained in

the proviso to Section 10A(4) is an indis pensable

pre-condition for disapproval by the central Goverrnrent of

any scheme for establishment of a medrcal college, ,,ve are of

the convinced opinion that having regard to the prcgression

ol events ancl the divergent/irreconcrlable

views/recommendations of the MCI, the I{earing Cor:mirtee,

the DGHS and the Oversight Committee, the in:pugned

order, if sustained in the singurar facts and circumstances,

would be in disaccord with the letter

prescnption of reasonable opportunity

of

tO

and spirit

ol hearing

the

the

i .ii{.6Feet ,rrF{n, ,!.,. -
--::rtn#inF ir.Br -
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petitioner institutions/colleges, as enjoined under Section
10A(4) of the Act. This is more so in the ace of the

detrimental consequences with which they wouid be visjted.
It cannot be gainsaid that the reasonable oppcrtunity of
hearing, as obligated by section 1oA(4) inheres tiiirness in
action to meet the legislative edjct. With th: existing
arrangenent in place, the MCI, the Central Government and
for- that matter, the Hearing Committee, DGHS, rs in the
present case, the Oversrght Committee and the concerned
colieges/institutions are integrar constituents of ther hearing
mechanism so much so that severance of an1, one or more of
these, by any measure, woujd renderJhe process unrlertal<en
to be mutilative of the letter and spirit of the mandate of
Section t0A(4)

24. Having regarrl to the fact that the Olersight
Cornmittee has been constituted by this Courr and is also
empolered to oversee ail statutory functions under tire Act,
and further all poricy decisions of the MCI wourd require its
approrral, its recommendations, to state the leasl, on the
issue of establishmetrt of a medical coliege, as in this case,
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can by no means be ciisregarded or reft out of cc,nsicieration.

Noticeabl_r,, this Court did a.lso empower th: Oversight

Committee to issue appropriate remeciial directions. in our
t'iew, in the overall perspectirre, the materiajs on record
bearing on the claim of the petitioner institutio rs/colleges

for confirmation of the conditionar ietters of rermission
granted to them require a fresh consideration to obviate the
possibiljty of any injustice jn the process,

the above persuasive premise,

is hereby ordered to consider

materials on record pertaining to the issue

or othenvise of the letter of permission

petitioner colleges/institutions, We make

undertaking this exercise, the centrar Governmert wourd
re-evaluate the recommendations 

/views of-.-.-'r1rr\.1r\rcrurruS/ VIeWS Of the MCI,
Hearing Committee, DGFIS and the Oversight Commrttee, as
avaiiable on records. It woulcl also afford an oppornrnity of
hearing to the petitioner corleges/institutions to the extenr
necessary. The process of hearing and final rezLsoned

decision thereon, as ordered, woulci be completed

25. In

Government
tht: Central

aliesh the

confirmationof

granteri

it clear

to the

that in



2t
Irerernptorily witirin a period of 10

parties would unfailingJy

direction to meet rhe time

26. Let these matters be Iisted on 24.g.2017 
.

[Dipak MisraJ

fAmitava RoyJ

co-operate

frarne fixed,

days from today. The

in compliance of this

J

J

J.
New Delhi;
August l,2OlZ.

[A.M. Khanwilkarl
)

tt].-:T-'!_:T!r-* _
l:-: '.,: -:'.":.--li.+..,,..., .
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ITEM NO, 12

l

COURT NO. 2

SUPREME COURT OE TN
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Iglit petition (Civi1) No.41Ll201I

Aru,'.r€xv*€ p_Z

SECT::ON X

U L T,

Pe ti tioner (s)

w:rH lti. ! (c) No. 438/2017 _.,(xl

Jr;tl"io::' l:l,j::,"1.::arre sray and crarificarion/dire:rion),I, P. (c) No. 437 /20L7. (x) u"E'r4vrr,

lr:.|"ir:l" Iil,l::..1_:a!re sray and ctarifj,carion/dire :rion)w."p, (c) No, 4321201-? (x) g-rE,ur!,,./
(with appln' (s) for crarifrcation/direction and prayer Eor interirnre l j.ef 

)

GLOCAI MEDICAI COIIEGE AND SUPER
SPECIAIJITY HOSPITAT AND RESEARCH CENTRE

I]NION OF INDIA & ANR.

VERSUS

Resp< ndent (s)

and

and

file a Jdi ti.ona1

-:',: 
!-,, 4pprn , (s ,) ror approprrate orders/direct.ions )i'I.P. (c) No.442l2017 (x)

1T:::.,^-illli:_("1 - 
r:r appropliare orders/direct:.onsclarif ication/direction 

)

U-.!.-GLJq-14 8 /2077

(with app1n. (s) for stay and appropriate orders/directions t

appropriate orders/directions )

(With app1n, (s) for appropriate orders/directions)w.P. (C) No.436l2017 (X)

s tay)

(llith appln (s) for e
documenLs) 

x-parte stay and permission to

(W:.th appln. (s)
orders/directions)

(With appln, (s) for

appln . (s) for

for ex-parte s tay and apl,ropriate

w P.lSl__Ne*$_q.A-qL7__l&
(With appIn, (s) for appropriate

I!, P. (c) No.44512017 (x)

(Wi th appln.(s) for appropriate orders/directions 
)

orders /directions )

(with appln, (s) for appropriate orders /direc ti cns

(l,rj. th appln. (s) for appropriate orders/directions )
x

W.P, (C) No.{77/2ot.l
(wi th appln. (s) for

clarif ication/direction)



w3(c) 4r1l1?

(I{ith app]n. frlElppropriate orders/directions)
Li-Gr--{r-eY2qL a,,-I

.l*: 
rf 

^ :ol tll " 
l-T*ffiropriate orders /di re c ri ons )E-L-rc]__Ue_.-! 3:lzq17 (x)

(Wrt,h appIn.(s) for stay and cl ari ficati onldirec t ion )

llate : 24-Og-201? These matters were called on for hear:.ng today.

a 0 RAI{

HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE
HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE
HoN'BtE t'fR. WSTICE

!'or Petitioner (s) M!, S,c. Hasnai,n, Sr. Adv.
Mohd. Zahid Hussain, Adv.
Mr, Kamal Mohan Gupta, AOR

Mr. Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Amit Kumar, AOR
Mr, Avi;it Mani Tripathi, Adv.Mr, AtuI Kumar, Adv,
Mr. Shaulya Sahay, Adv.
Ms. Rekha Bakshi, Adv.
Ms, Vidisha Kumar, Adv.
Mr, Abhishek Vashisht, Adv,
Mr. Ayush Chaurasia, Adv.

M!. V.K, Vishwanathan, Sr. Adv.Mr. funi t Kumar, AOR
Mr. Av:.Jit Mani Tripathi, Adv.Mr. AtuI KlrlrlaE, Adv.
Mr. Shaurya Sahay, Adv,
Ms. Rekha Bakshi, Adv.
Ms. Vidisha Kumar, Adv.

M!. R. Basant, S!. Adv.
Mr. A. Ranesh, Adv.
Mr. furit Kuma!, AOR
Mr. Syed Ahmad Naqvi, Adv.
Mr. Shaurya Sahay, Adv.
Ms. Shilpi Gupta, Adv,

Mr. Mukesh Rohatqi, Sr. Adv.I,fr. G, Unapathy, Adv.
Mr. Rakesh K. Sharna, AOR
Mr, A, Leo 6. Rozario, Adv,

DIPAK MISRA
AI{ITAVA ROY

A.M. KHA.}TWITKAR

I

I
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Mr, Aditya Singh, Adv,

Mr. V. Giri, Sr. Adv.
Mr. G. Umapathy, Adv.
Mr. Rakesh K. Sharma, AOR
Mr. A, I,eo G. Rozario, Adv.
Mr . Adi tya Singh , Adv .

Mr. Kapil Sibal , Sr. Adv,
Mr. Gaurav Bhatia, AOR
Mr. Utkarsh Jaiswal , Adv.
Mr. Abhishek Singh, Adv.

D!. Rajeev Dhawan, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Ranjan Kuna! pandey/ AOR
Mr. K, P, Gautan, Adv.
Mr. Sandeep BJ.sht, Adv.
Mr, Anshuman Bhadur, Adv.

Mr. Raju Ra:nachandran, Sr, Adv.
Mr. Amitesh Kumar, Adv,
Mr. Shashank Shekhar Singh/ Adv.
Ms . pri ti Kumari ., Adv .

Ms . Bab j. t,a Kushwaha, Adv .

Mr. Mritunjay Kunar Sinha, AOR

M!. C . A. Sund.aram, S!. Adv,
Mr. Amitesh Kumar, Adv.
Mr. Shashank Shekhar Singh, Adv.
Ms. pri t j. Xupari, Adv.
Mr. Mritunjay Kumar Sinha, AOR

Mr. Rohit Bhat, Adv.
Mr. V. Shyarnohan, AO!",
Mr, Sulya prakash, Adv,

For Respondent (s) Mr. Maninder Singh, ASG
Mr. AJrc Kumar Sinha, Sr. Adv.
Mr, R. K. Rathore, Adv
Mr. Vibhu Shanker Mishra,, Adv.
Mr. Gurmeet Singh Makker, AOR

Mr, Vikas Singh, Sr. Adv.
M!. Gauaav Sharma, AOR
Ms, Amandeep Kaur, Adv,
Mr, Prateek Bhatia, Adv
Mr, Dhawal Mohan, Adv. .
Ms. Deepeika Ka1ia, Adv.
Mr. Himanshu, Adv.
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UPON hearrng the counsel. the
ORDER

w. P. (C) No.411l201.7

In the meantirne, the bar;k
encashed, However, the sane shall be

Court made the I oI l owrng

Let the matter be listed after three wee]:s.

guatantee s.raIl not
kept a1ive.

be

tlggl_ lre-,ll82g].Z

Heard Mr. Mukul. Rohatgi, Iearned senror
the petitioner, Mr, Maninder Singh, learned
Solicrtor General for the Union of India and
Singh, Iearned senior counsel for the Medical
India.

counseL for
Addi tional

Mr Vikash

Council of

Hearing concluded.

Judgment reserved.

. fn the meantime, the bank
encashed. However, the s arne shall be

guarantee shall not
kept aIive.

be

Mr. Maninder Singh, learned Additional Solicitor
General shall file an affidavit /repLy within two weeks hence,
Naedless to say/ the Medical Council of, fndia is at lib€lty
to f il,e the reply.

List the matter after two weeks.

In the meantime, the bank
encashed. Howevss, the s anne shall be

guarantee shalJ not

kept alive.
be

W. P. (C) No.,437l2017 e w.p. (c) No;441l2017
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w.p. (c\ No.432/20t1

Issue notice .

. As Mr, Maninder Singh,
General and Mr, Vikas Singh,
ent,eled appearance on behalf of
notice need be issued.

learned Additionrl Solicitor
learned senior counsel has

the respondents, no further

list t,he matter along with Writ
of 2AL7.

Petition (C) No.450

fn the meantime, the bank
encashed. However, the same shall be

guarantee sh,rII not
kept alive.

aforesaid, nothj,ng survir.es .to be
wrrL petrtrons. The s i.me are,

be

w,P. (ct Nq,a3J "OlJ 4 !9.p. (C) l,{o.436 ^n17

counsel appearing for the petitioners
Central Goverrurent has passed an order dated
in favour of the.petitioner_fnstil:utlon.

Learned

submits that the
10 ti Augus t, 2017,

fn
adjrtcircated

accordingly,

view of the

rn lho<-

disposed of,

appearing .f or the

withdraw the writ
wrr t pet i r.ron is

In the

senior counsel

course of hearing,

appearrng for the

Mr. Mukul Rohatgj., learned
petitioner has sru.)mitted

Writ PEtition (C) No.442,/201?

M-

peti tioners
pet:,tion to

permitted to

Amit Kumar, learned counsel
seeks leave of this Cou!t to
approach the High Court. The

be wi Lhdrawn .

, .,::11-'.Y'l'rr!mr::.1 : - ii. :'i ::'t'ti::lirtl::1.:'iti.l
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that the deficiencies that has been pointed out in the case
af the petitioner-Institution is a.bsolutely Inalgrnal and
there was no justification not to accept the shiftj.ng of
patients to Oncology department because of sh,>rt 6ir"rrr.
Additionally, he has drawn our attention to 1:he decision
dated 31"t May, 2afi of the centrar Government irr respect of
Mayo Institute of Medical Sciences, Bara.banki. He has also
drawn our attention to the letter dat.ed 7rh JuIy, 2017, which
has been written by the Medical councir of rr,dia to lhe
Secretary to the Goverrunent of fndia, Min:,stry >f HeaIth &

Famiry werfare. rt is propound.ed by him that there has been
defj.cit with regard to the occupancy and many other defects.
The said institution had been extended the benefit of
permj.ssion. It is also urged that similar benef:.t has been
given to thirty other institutions.

Mr. Maninder singh, Iearned Additional Solici.tor
General for the Union of India sha1l file an affidirvit of the
Secretary, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Governnent
of India, within two weeks hence, statj.ng as to how the
Lette! of Permission was glanted, so that the basis on which
the said benefit was extended to the said fnstitutions, shall
also be extended to the petitioner_Institution here.rn

list the matter after two weeks.

fn the meantime, the bank

encashed. However, the same shall be

w, P. (c) Ne.448/20!7

guarantee sha..I not be

kept a1ive.

Heard Mr. p. S .

the petirtoner, Mr.

Solicitor General for
Srngh, learned senior

Patwalia, learned senior
Maninder Singh, learned
the Union of Indi.a and

counsel for the Medical

counsel for
Idditi.onal

Mr, Vikash

Ccuncil of



India.

Hearing concluded,

,,Tudgrment reserved.

fn the meantime/ the bank
encashed, However, the same shalI be

guarantee s haJ,l not
kept aIive.

be

Heard. Dr, Rajeev Dhawan, Learned senj.or
the petitiqner, Mr. Manj.nder Singh, learned
Solicitor GeneraJ. for the Union of India and
Singh, Iearned senior counsel for the Medical
India.

cou ns eJ. for
Addi ti.onaI

Mr. Vikash

Council of

Hearing concluded.

Judgment reserved.

fn the meantime, the bank
encashed. However/ the same shall be

Having heard learned
not perceive any merit in
accordingly, disrnissed.

guarantee shall not
kept alive.

counsel for the petitioner. we

this wrj.t petition and the s a:ne

be

Writ petifj.on (C) No,477l201.7

Heard Mr. R. Basant, Iearned senior counsel for thepetitioner.

da

wrj.t pprition (c) No.5t1/2017

learned counsel for the petitroner
Central Government has already granted the
petitioner-Ins titution.

submi.ts that the

permi,s s j.o;r to the

No . 468J 20L7

ffi
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fn

adjudicated

accordingly /

cos ts .

view of the

in this writ
drsposed of.

aforesaid, noth j.ng

petition. The writ
There shall be no

rtuaains to be

peti tl.on is ,

order as to

?he bank guarantee submitted to the Medical Council
of India, if not enchased, shall be retur:red to the
petitioner and in case it has been encashed, a birnk draft of
the same amount shaLl be refunded withi,n two weeks hence,

L,et these natters be listed on 28s August 20L7.

(Chetan Kurnar)
Court Master

(H. S . pe,rasher)
Assistant I:egis tra!

515/2017,525/20L7 & 533/2011
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High court Judgment rnformation system (rudsn enr/order in rexl

HIGH COURI OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD, LUCKNOW BENCH

Courl No "2

Case _rr,4lSC BENCHNo _ jgATOot2017

Peritroner - prasad Educatron Trust, Lucknow Thru lts chairman & AnrRespondent - Unron Of lndja ,ni., ,,, !.r"ir*r. 1,"r.r,* & Familv weCounsel for petrrioner _ Rjshabh Xrr..,o,r, Oi i O i,,*,
Counsei for Respondent - C.S.C ,A.S C C!lrr..or. Kuirar Srivastav, Sanjay Bhasin

Hon'ble Shn Narayan Shukta,J.
Hon ble Virendra Kumar_ll J.

Heard Dr L'P lvlishra' learned counsel ior lhe petirioner, Mr. 
.GyanendraKumar srivastav;, rearned counseiftT,;:ff::';:,';;:,1#:"":,"t.^*:,:;li:, t.'=l Assistant Soricitor cenerar or rnaa

l!'1':!." beins ursent.;; ;;;;ffi;;ffi.:1;reqlesr or Dr L P Mishra, rearnec counser ror the
27 a8 2017. L.,..i0.- 

-,r-,n,, "r",ii,,]i:'l:'t'-::t'.llt last date of Mop-up counseiing ,vouid be held on
Trr,,e,ro:ers ]r*1,.u J:i,JrjJ::,::,.r,,;:r;lrri., up to.rav ir ,"votrrd h."lnno ^,.,.,,^,.
werfare whe.eby cou..r.nt of rndia on ,nu ,..orruro.l.:::T[JIJ::ry::ffHi,::n.,:;:,,::T,J
fl'.J::i" ::[f *:,,,ljl:r ,,i:..,,]:; ;;; ., rwo years . r,.,, iori.,e end .,018.1e and
The rearned counsei for tn. o"ii.^.,"..;,:r::^, lr: Bank cuarantee of Rs.l crores.
eramrned the repcrt .,',0r,t "t"'ontt 

Dr L'P Mishra has submitted that the oversight committee had
warranrrng oisapprovar ,nrl'to 

o'the Meorcal council of lndia and found that ;;;;';r no drscrepancy
nas 3ee^ .raoe bas,s ,o oat 'ont'ttto LOD wns'ss5 o, 

"r.:1 of-ode, ;rro,gneo. ihe s; mg ver, .Bpo,i
Las :oe- ou.- ,,uo lo ul,rr:i::T::'lH:ton acmrtt'jns the stu-denrs ,no rL nr.o.r, ,.6L^6 6r rnd,a

We are informed that the s
risted on 30 o,s,;,;o;; ;il,'J ili':T,:;.'::ifl'?,ffi'tron or the Hon'bre suprerne court wnich are

ff :';,':'#:H: ii Ii :i0 
1 7 Th e'"'*J ..^,r .' i;: HiHH I', f;l iff ;: ffi ' ;: ;:,TffJlY

*. ; ;;;,; ff #i:'J,i,i J[L'::,,iJHli.ff :::[1 fl ;*,{,*ru ::i: ::;,,m l:

Regard being had to the afor

mg:, i [:, ,il I 

y 
T";., :ffi y,, ff : : :: [T:.i i^i,ili i: ., Li:]: ffi ]il i:, i: ::,,.i ;; il il:

ora ot ,uurg"'ii ,:. .r.,,,J'*"t 'ot' 
Further the encashment of Bant orrrrnt* ,, ,,r, ,nrr. iiir the next

ac,missron of the students. 
ai on the basis of thrs order the putit,o..r,,t rii irr."r."rr,ii,. ctam an,y

List on 31 0B 2017
Order Date - 25 g 2A17
A K S nch

tVrrendra Kumar_ll J ); (Shn Narayan Shukla,J ) |

Let a certified copy of this order I

charges today irseif 
re provided to the learned counsei for lhe petitioners on payrnent of usuar

Oroer Daie - 25 2|, 1j A K S nctr
'e-ora (Jrrar-rj J rSh.r \aray3n 56-0.p..1
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IIEM NO, 4{

PRASED EDUCATION ?RUS? 6 oRS.

I

COURT NO, 1

SUPREME COUR? OP
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

AtvrvE;tvRg. p- b

SEC?]'ON ;(I

INDI}

No,22427 /2)t7

order dated 2S-OB-2OI.7
Court of ,,Iltdicature at

Petition (s) for Special leave to Appeal (C)

,.,1r::t..1 or! 
-of impugned final judgment andrn MB No. t9g7O/20L7 passed UV ifr. ,fSiAllaha.bad, Lucknow Bench )

MEDICAI COLTNCII OE INDIA

29-08-20L7 ?his peri rion

Peti tioner (s)

VERSUS

Resporrdent (s )

was called on for hearing today.
Date I

CORAM i

T{ON'BI,E THE CHIEE WSTICE
HON'BIJE MR. JUS?ICE PRASUILA C. PANT
HONIBLE DR, WSTICE D.Y. CH.HNDRACHUD

F'or peti ti oner ( s )

For Respondent (s)

Mr. Gaurav Sharma, AOR
Ms. Amandeep Kaur, Adv,
Mr. Prateek Bhatia, Adv.
Mr. Dhawal Mohan, Adv.

Mr, Mukul Rohatgi, Sr, Adv,

UPON hearing the counsel the Court rnade the followrng
ORDER

Heard Mr.

Medical Council of
senior counsel, who

respondent-Trust.

Gaurav Sharma, Iearned counsel
fndia and Mr. Mukul Rohatgi,
has entered caveat on behalf

M!. Rohatgi

any benefit from

thaL the Medr cai

It is submitted by
respondent-Trus t does not claitn
Passed by the Hlgh CourL, except

for the

Iearned

of the

thrt the

tle order

Cor,,ricr I of

-'-l-r-"--]!ll:P-* - ' x--rT:-::-::r::rr, .k-."nlqr,,F"L
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fndia is not to encash the bank guarantee. We al)preciate thefair submission of Mr. Rohatgi and direct that Ehe bankgualantee sha11 not be encashed. As the pres(rnt order ispassed by us, the wriE petition filed before thrr High Courtshall be deemed to have been disposed of. liberty is grantedto the lespondent to approach this Court under A::ticl e 32 oft,he Constitution of Indra.

The special leave petition is disposed of

(Chetan Kurnar)
Court Mas ter (H. S . pirrasher)

Assistant Ilegis trar
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ITEM NO,1501
(For Judgrnen t )

I,rNION OF INDIA & ANR.

Date : 01-09_2017

"Though we

appropr iate
admrtted in

I

COURT NO.1

VERSUS

have so he1d, yet we

that the students who

the f ns ti tu tion._ for the

At.nvgxyqq. p_ 6

sE tIroN X

DI},

Pe ti t:ioner (s)

think ir
have be,:n

academ:.c

suPR:-Y-:.ouRr oF rNRECORD OF PROCEEDTNGS

I,Irir pet!Li.on (civr.I) N,.o.145/2017

SHRI VENKATESHI,IAM I,NIVERSITY & ANR.

Resporrdent (s)

?hese matters were ca.ot Lrudgment today, 
IIed on for proncuncement

For pe ti tioner (s) M

*l '9:'u""" 
Bhatia' AoR

uI' Y'tl"t'l' Jaiswar ' Adv 'r. Abhrshek Srngh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M:

*'' Yili'o'" sinsh' AsG

*, ll::_yar Sinsh, sr. Adv.

,,,;:!:",,:ffiI; iiJ
Mr. Gaurav Sharma, Adv.

,r' ln"'"' Mohan' Adv'

*". :ttt:"n Bhetia' Adv'
Anandeep Kaur, Adv.

Hon,ble the
the Bench comprrsi 

chief Justice pronounced the judrment of

Arnitava Roy and "",,;; J,'" r:"r":;; :":H_":: 
Justice

fn terrns of the signed repottable judgrmer t, thefollowing direct j.ons were passed: _
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2

session ZOt6_2077, shall continu(l theirstudies, The MCI

to the rnstitutj 
11 send the inspecl:ing tean

.on within a period of twomonths. After th,
sharl apprise an" 

report is filed' the Mcr

the deficiencies a 
rnstituti'on with regard to

rhe same so rhat ;:1"Jff::TTl":.:
position to do the
add rhar u," in"p""l:::t'r:., 

*;r1.r.1.::::rj;

out and the furthe.
done for tt 

" ."ua.r:t^ '.o^,.,.o.' 
u1- action sl arl be

Lc session 2Olg-2OLg.

As we int,end to ,rr,,,_-^i _!^ .,
report and rhe .":r:::"'"";r".":r"j:"r.".T::
taken up thereon by the rnstitutron, list thematter on 15.! Nove
application that was 

2ol1 ' The r*newal

session )(111_,tat^ 
sulrnitted for the ac: dernic

_"-, 4vrd may be t,reated as theapplieation for the ;
The banr< guarantee 

tcademic session 2018-2019.

sharr nor be encashed :::.T;.t:::".repo:r.ted

(Chetan Kumar )
Court Mas ter
(signed reportable

_ (H. S, parashe!)

. Assistant Regis trarpraced on the f iI,:)
judgment is
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@,rrru No,1o7

,-t u,)r mean tlme .

-,.":J

COURT NO.1

SUPREME COURT OF
RECORD OT PROCEEDINGS

Atrr.rE:f,,R,l p_+
SE:TION X

INDIA

PRASAD EDUCATION

INION OF INDIA &

Date : 04-09-20lj

CORA}, :

Sharma,

Mr. R. K.

?RUST & ANR.

VERSUS
ANR.

This petition was called on for

Petitioner (s)

Res'rondent (s )

hear:.ng today,

HON,BTE THE CHIET JUSTICE
HON,BLE I,a, WSTICE A.M. KHANWILKAR
HON,BIE DR. JUSTICE D.Y, CHANDRACHUD

For Petitioner(s) Mr. p.S, patwalia, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Anit Kumar, AOR
Mr. Avilit Mani ?ripathi, Adv,
Mr. Shaurya Sahay, Adv.
Ms. Rekha Bakshi, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mr. Maninder Singh, ASG
Mr, R. BaLasubramanian , Adv.Mr. prabhas Bajaj, Adv.
Mr. Akshay Amritanshu, Adv,
Ms, Aarli Sharma, Adv.
Mr. Santosh Xr. pandey, Adv.

Mx. Vikas Singh, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Gaurav Sharrna, Adv.
Ms. Amandeep Xaur, Adv.
Mr. prateek Bhatia, Adv.
Mr. Dhawa1 Mohan, Adv..
Ms. Deepeika Kalia, Adv,

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made
ORDER

the fo1 lowing

(Shakti parkash Sharma)
Assistant Re<;istrar

Let a copy of the petit,ion be served on I{r. Gaurav
J.earned counsel for the Medical Council. of India and
Rathore, Iearned counseJ. for the Union of India.
list the matter on 1Ls September, 2017.
The bank guarantee shall hot be encashe,i in the

(Chetan Kumar)
Court Master
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I.INION OE INDIA & ANR,

For petitioner (s)

For Respondent (s)

yr 
-P 

s. patwalia. Sr. Adv.Mr. AmIt Kumar, AOR
Mr. .dvijit Mani Tripathi, Adv,Mr. Kumar Abhishek, Adv.

VERSUS

counsel the Court made
ORDER

listed on 18. g.2OL7 
.

Avrut)x v A.g p_g

SEt)f195 Y

IND:I A

7 97 / 2017

pe :i ti oner (s )

Respondent (s)

hear:.ng today.

the fol lowing

ffi:rrr'rvi N0.62 
couRT NO.1

SUPREME COUR'T OE
RECORD OF PROCEED]NGS

I{rit petition(s) (Civil) No(s) .

EDUCATION TRUST & ANR.
PRASAD

Date : LL-O}-2017 This petition was ca1led on for
CORAI4 ; HON'BIE ?HE CHIEF WSTICE

HoN,BtrE Ie. wsTICE e.ll, xralwlr,xerHoN,Br.,E DR. wsrrcE o.v. l,.iffiJnacruo

UPON hearing the

Let the matter be

(Gulshan Kumar Arora )
Court Master

(Shakti parkar;h Sharma)
.A,ssi s tant Registrar
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ITEM NO,d2

l

COURT NO,1

ANNExrrp:-- 6l-

SECTION X

INDTA
SUPREME 

C

RECORD OP

OURT OE
PROCEEDTNGS

PRASAD EDUCATION ?RUST & A],IR.

VERSUS

Petitioner (s)

Res;ronosng ls;

on for hearing today.

UNION OF INDIA & ANR

Date : LB-Og-2017 ?his petition was calLed

CORAI{ :

HON'BLE THE
HON 'BLE !IR.
HON'BLE DR.

For Pe ti tione r (s)

CHIEF WSTICE
JUSTICE A.M. KHANI.IILI(AR
WSTICE D,Y. CIIANDRACHUD

For Respondent (s)

Heard Mr, p. S.

Petitioners. Mr. y3nin6".
General for the Union of
senior counsel along wi th
for the Medical Council of

yr : S. patwalia, sr. Adv,Mr. Amit Kumar, AOR
Mr, Shaurya Sahay, A{v.

Mr. Maninder Singh,, ASG

Mr. Vikas Singh, Sr. Adv.Mr. Gaurav Sharma, Adv.Mr. DhawaL Mohan, Adv.
Mr. prateek Bhatia, Adv.
Ms. Amandeep Kaur, Adv.

UPON hearing the counseL the Court
O R D E R - 

: made the following

rlrr) uourt on 1,, September,
ve n k a t e s,h.w a r a.__I/!_+_yss€r qr__erd_ Srplt_ter vs .

Patwalia, Iearned counsel for the
singh, l.earned Additional Solicitor
India and Mr. Vikas Singh, Learned
Mr. Gaurav Sharma, learnec counsel
India.

2017, jn .94rj
Uqion of ltLd:e___e&

I

I

:



4ngther in W.p. (C) No.44S of

@wP 
(ct rgrzzorr

directions : -

?he writ petition is, accordingly, disposed of.

(Chetan Kumar)
Court Mas ter

"Though we have
appropriate that 

so held' yet we think it
ad,mitted in the 

the students who have leen

ff 
j;;:1"'.'r'"'#ilj;r..^' j:;:,.::"*l:ff j,"I:

rnstitution withini :T.inspecting tearr to the
the report t;;i. 

a period of two mont'ls. efter
rn"t.tu.ion ;"r,;.;:0, rhe Mcr sharr aoprise the
give a dare for ,"i'"t9 

to the deficiln:ie:; and
rnstitution- ;;;r;='l'-""1 

of the salne so lhat the

ff:.",#';:,. l:i.,1i",.L,. ?:.,.":T .,1":" 
:ii;;;il;;';:rr:l'.,r,'.r-i o" carried out ,rnd rhe

academic 
--;;""t; ""t::l- shalr be done for the

application that war 
2078-2olg' The renewaJ.

session Z,,L. _2'tg 
s submitted for the academic

application -ror"ii" *"' be treated Es the
ri'r" u"nr-"q;;ni'jl ""td"*ic session 2ois-2019.
shal, nor d';;;;:o :*T" i"T. :i:;" a.;,."ii"a

fn view of the aforesaid, we d.:.rect that Ehere sha]Ibe no renewaL for academic session 2017
is necessary to mention that Medica] c-2018. 

rhar: apart, it
ounciJ. of I nciia shallsend the inspecti.ng tean to the Institution ai; per theschedule for consideration of grant of IOp for the academicyear 2019-2019. The bank guarantee whic

sharl not be encashed and be kept alive. 
:h has been deposited

2017, had passed the following

(Shakti parkash Sharma)
Assistant Re(,J s trar
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fY rrn fiF rfr il fir al a) ara uldi,3rsi al ;Dfr 16* d
a-dn'* iifif,a nrain* t f',r:-*ni fs,fr am gf rjr Ernmr

E4ffir$*W'{r

o

0

6r ;fl

r$g *a-dilet

6Y sFC, FrdiT E,or obrflr dfdT fr' t gar6Tar s6T iA
t fefift qi aff{ * t
a-fr afr sff{ * tufr * a-& H r?fr at 6IaI t
rY rr rY t ai sr+r Jr* fl drffi-i am al ai rr azi

a) Crr Erd 6:ir w afr rr
+-O t q-+or

U fY gsrt 3flc' (rm' mra' Jrefi tffi ar hundred percen

*, * farrr captain il captain ir through *' Ot rg B'

problem +sI t alfilt
;rfr ;rfr rfl a'& | 6q at+ $t* experimen,f$ mr ;rn
rar, t rfi' d aft experiment fr d * ftn :nv

as-fi$ fr ilqn, 5arrr tw r& t a d I at Jnq

frfi rtrqra at Ea m,rdl et,:u* a) lfr 6I{ probre

;rfr H

m'S cfiinr t aff il ul ge & dH' G t fr',:nfr oa i

t d'Wmr m'a fin'4 rl El Els rf E €t Jrffi t t
freq anow *-{ f}, frir aT-fI fr'r trfi qiq,fi 6r arf e az

fra :nq il anh), cils Jrc ertr {Bd, tfir a}-d G d

kildT ai 6'a {vdt F mr *n

&.6't &-6 t

d $Ttm qf-*'t a?t ai Ei rt ftEq t atlow Et dTt?n

ra-ry;il * rsri mm d da'ri r)



@Efitr toor,,atzft r'fiaffi
ftirdT tf,ila t at $rq rffir srrar , qrGGGtS
EIft' q& 3rrqfr qrs' rdt ,616' fi' aa foryrarclstd

* $q6r frmaT afi * $'fr 6t re t m"t cir

m Sl a-tt

rdr&,

nm rrr$ aT dt JTr6i ata rt fur

di?1

$r6t ala frki , ciq' Ct rrrmr I rrr a}a * +'l nmn

aiil-n a6Y .rr , €t aTa-f,r tst d ,rfiilI sr * f,rr

qi? St 6ffl} fifr'n at at m'm t 5a fr oirficultt mrq

t ra ailrf 6] sff ft"aT qrB(' ,3lTq6t tffif
e4- t &6't &-6 t

ef at q+w dm t mt$ ut"ra 41 6
&n't at ma r:nfr

rafr r'*'fr *a qrqr atfi G t t*, fr ft'fr d
JIefr at fiflr{t captaint al r;rry...... allover tr

,11 m.la t a'r d Et mr t ,6ri + R\' frqR t
6T 61 6i rml +-r-En'i rs

dIf, G 6r

diat d

Q = Quddussi

V= Vishwanath
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Tnlrvsl,lrr:n rRANscRrpr.
Date:

o

03.09.2017

\re s

The

Y.,

We talked about the othcr one

Yes I ant saying, leave that bit aside, Ieave that right norr, f *itt t.tt
but the rr.rain thir.rg is this that I spoke to hin.r who you w(re
to, that orher

referring,

(l

(l

Yes I think. in which

Allahabad or Temple in

is theirs, in which temple is it - Temple

Delhi

Yadav one

of

o No no it is not in any ternple yet, now it needs to be

Yes 1,s5 yes! So now you can talk about it, he rvill
have spoken about it there

Has said fcrr sure (pucca)

Yes 1es. In thar 
'ou see this rrne thing... roooz, ihis. ,ur person u.ho is

our captain, it is being clone through the captain. so what is the

clo it. About tliat I

a

problem. Tell me?
; -,

No No No Nol Will we experiment at your age, at
rnot experiment. If I do, I will put you in a problem.

this. No no. If you take the stuff, he will get it done

rvill be no problern in that.

E'en if'there is a problern he is himsell'saying. whar he tall:ed about

yesterday, he said, 100 people will give...review will be allorved, then

fbr the rest for one company they will give 2..5, 3 you will tak:, 50 you

people keep, he r.vas saying like this, whatever.two or three companies

are there, he ivill do

Ok ok

If 100 people give first, then that review will be allo*eJ

This other one of his, ulhich he *a, sayirg...

How lnany, about how many books rvill there be.

approximately?

rlsn I rvill

Q

()

How dishonest he is, that you can guess, here

this age rrlso I will

W'e don't have like

in.rmediately, there

l

around,

will give 100he



books,(bahi) the rest books(bahi) he rvill keep with yor, after it is

done, rvill

at.ign,

forwald it

a

In how many books

400 books (bahi)

(bahi) is he becon.ring willing, see...5()0 books

speak to him again [orJ you tell otherwise

ofL

speak to,
Q You tell then will

him again

Ile knows that we people say 200

tell thern. 500 gamlal We will sa1,

slve, 100 wellleil later

500 tell him to do, That rvork

get, 1,ou and I

books (bahi). 500 books (bahi) you

200 gamla there, 1 00 ganrla w.e will

is verv ,Jifficult ;.k..;.;[;i; ;ir;l

a

o

Alrigtrt, alright,

Yes that u.,ill be

problern

alright

done ftrr sure. cornplete talk, there is noI{ave had a

Ok so tor-norrorv rve u,ill rleet

Norv only or-re thing

capt.rirl of or.rrs has

rvilling to do

Yes 1'es yes, for sllre we willget it done

father is saying, one tl.ring he is saying that, this

... all over India...whatever work there is, he is

Q: Qudclussi.

\u = Vishwanath.


