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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF
CVviL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CT

I NDI A
I'1 ON
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 535 OF 1998
SAHARA HOUSE ....Petitioner
VERSUS
UOIl. & CRS ....Respondents

W TH

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 512 OF 1999
WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 61 OF 2003
WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 311 OF 2003

ORDER

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties and perused
the record.

The matters are pending since 1998 and have been nonitored
by this Court. This Court had been passing the orders from tine to
tinme and the respondents have taken the steps accordingly, and nost
of the problens are sol ved

Learned senior counsel for the petitioners has subnitted
that only few issues remain to be solved by the respondents which are
as follows: -

1. Issues about HI V2 Diagnosis
The guidelines for diagnosis of HV 2 have been finalised
and roll ed out by DAC

Al'l persons should be tested for HHV 2 before initiation
of ART. Further, testing for Hepatitis B and C should be
available to all persons. The petitioners wll nmake separate
subni ssions to NACO in this regard.

2. Issues regarding ART regi men under nati onal pr ogr amme

While the petitioners agreed the steps nentioned in the
par agraph are wel cone, there
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are serious issues relating to the delay in detecting non-
adherence to ART as well as people not being switched to
alternate first line/second line treatnent, resulting in their
early death. The petitioners submt that routine Viral Load
testing should be the norm Routine Viral Load testing would be
nore econonic for the National Programme and is better for the
clinical nmanagenent of the patient. The petitioners are not in
agreement with NACO on this issue and wll nake separate
subni ssions to NACO wi thin a nonth.



3. NACO assured the petitioners that the position with regard

to the stock out of ART drugs had i nproved.

4, NACO to informthe petltloners in due tinme about the status

of the introduction of 3rd line in the National Progranme.

Learned Seni or counsel for the petitioners has agreed that
he woul d make a proper representation in respect of the aforesaid four
gri evances and M. P.P. Mal hotra, | earned ASG has assured the
Court that in case the representation is nade, the same wll be

consi dered and appropriate order will be passed on them
In view of the above, we dispose of all
Petitioners may approach the respondents for redressal

the cases.

of their

grievances and if so approached, the grievances shall be considered in

accordance with | aw

..................... J.
(Dr. B.S. Chauhan)
..................... J.
(S. A. Bobde)
New Del hi ;
Decenber 02, 2013.
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Dat e:

CORAM :

02/ 12/ 2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE

For Petitioner(s)
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For Respondent (s)
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Anand Grover, Sr.Adv.
Tapobrata, Adv.

M hir Sanson, Adv.

Suraj Sanson, Adv.

Fil za Mooni s, Adv.

Mukesh Shar ma, Adv.
Puushottam S. Tri pat hi, Adv.

Naveen R Nath, Adv. (AQ

Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
Di vya Jyoti, Adv.

Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.

P.P. Mal hotra, ASG
Shravan Kumar Shar na, Adv.
Sukhbeer Kaur Bajwa, Adv.
Chetan Chawl a, Adv.
V.K. Viju, Adv.
Gaur av Sharma, Adv.
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Sharvan Kunar, Adv.
Bhawna Si ngh Dev, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.
S.N. Terdal, Adv.

Aj ay Bansal , AAG
Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
Rakesh Kumar, Adv.
Dheeraj QGupta, Adv.
Gaur av Yadav, Adv.
Raj eev Kunar, Adv.

Adv.
Pandey,

Asha G Nair,

Abhi shek Kunar Adv.

ngh, Adv.

Ritu Raj Biswas, Adv.

Gopal
Chandan Kunar,

Si ngh, Adv.
Adv.

Suni ta Sharma, Adv.
S. Wasim A Qadri,
Zaid Ali, Adv.

Adv.
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State of
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Meghal aya

Nagal and

Ar unachal

Kerala M. Liz

Oissa M. S S

H. P.

M. D.S. Mahra, Adv.

M. Ranjan Miukherjee, Adv.

M. S.C. GChosh, Adv.

M. S. Bhowm ck, Adv.

M. R P. Yadav, Adv.

Ms. K. Enatoli Senma, Adv.

M. Amt Kumar Singh, Adv.

M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.

M. Rtu Raj, Adv.

Vat hew, Adv.

M. MF. Philip, Adv.

M. Apoorv Kurup, Adv.

M. Aniruddha P. Mayee, Adv.

M shr a, Adv.

M. Suryanarayana Si ngh, AAG

Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

M. Arvind Kumar Shar nma, Adv.

M. G Prakash, Adv.

M. Naresh K Sharma, Adv.

M. Sudhir Kumar Qupta, Adv.
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M. P.V. Yogeswaran, Adv.

M. T. Harish Kunmar, Adv.

M. T.V. George, Adv.

M . Ashut osh Kr. Shar nma, Adv.

M. Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.

M. Abhi nav Miukherji, Adv.

M. Amt Kumar, Adv.

Ms. Rekha Bakshi, Adv.

Purushottam Kumar T., Adv.



Ms. A. Subhasini, Adv.

M. Anjani Kumar Jha, Adv.

A. Mariarputham A. G
s. Aruna WMat hur, Adv.
Yusuf Khan, Adv.
Arun K. Sinha, Adv.
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State of WB. Ani p Sacht hey, Adv.

Saakaar Sardana, Adv.
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State of Jharkhand Anil K. Jha, Adv.

Priyanka Tyagi, Adv.
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State of Haryana M. Manjit Singh, AAG
M. Tarjit Singh, Adv.
M. Vinay Kuhar, Adv.
Ms. Nupur Choudhary, Adv.

State of Tami| Nadu B. Balaji, Adv.

R Rakesh Sharma, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.
M. @ntur Prabhakar, Adv.

State of CGujarat Ms. Hemanti ka Vahi, Adv.
Ms. Preeti Bhardwaj, Adv.

UTr O A& Admm. M. Bal asubramani an, Adv.
M. K. V. Jagdi swaran, Adv.
Ms. G Indira, Adv.

M. P.N Ramalingam Adv.

M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

M. S.J. Aristotle, Adv.

M. Prabu Ramasubramani an, Adv.
M. Ranmesh Babu MR, Adv.
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State of Sikkim M. A Mariaputham AG
Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.
M. Yusuf, Adv.
for M's. Arput ham Aruna & Co.

State of Manipur M. Sapam Biswajit Mitei, Adv.
M . Khwai rakpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

State of Uttarakhand Ashut osh Kr. Sharnma, Adv.

M .
M. Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.



M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
State of A P. Ms. C K Sucharita, Adv.

M. D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.
state of Orissa M. Sibo Sankar M shra, Adv.

M. Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.

State of Assam Ms. Krishna Sarnma, AAG
M. Navnit Kumar, Adv.
Ms. Corporate Law G oup

M. Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
M. Ansar Ahmad Chaudhary, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Application for inpleadnent is allowed.

The wit petitions are disposed of in terns of the signed

or der.
[ ( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI ) |((MS. NEGQ)
| Court Master | Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)



