8% TEM NO 106 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 3849-3919 OF 2000

VEDI CAL COUNCI L OF | NDI A Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

JAWAHARLAL NEHRU MEDI CAL COLLEGE & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Wth CGvil Appeal Nos.1176-1190 of 2001

Civil Appeal Nos.3920-3997 of 2000

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Civil Appeal Nos.3998-4087 of 2000

Civil Appeal Nos.5572 of 2004

(Wth office report)

Gvil Appeal No.6952 of 2003

Dat e: 22/03/2007 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY



For Appell ant(s)

For

Ms.

M
Ms.
M
M

M. Mani nder Singh, Adv.

Prati bha M Singh, Adv.
A. Mari ar put ham Adv.
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Gaur av Sharma, Adv.

Suneet Bhati a, Adv.

Respondent (s) M. Naresh Kaushi k, Adv.

Ms. Lalita Kaushi k, Adv.

M.

Ms.

M.

M.

B. S. Met hail a, Adv.
Am ta Kal kal , Adv.
Sat i sh Dayanandan, Adv.

Parag CGoyal , Adv.

M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

M.

M.

Vi krant Yadav, Adv.

Amt Kumar Chaw a, Adv.

M. S.N Bhat, Adv.

M. Raj esh Mahal e, Adv.

M. Naveen R Nath, Adv.

Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

M. Senthil Jagadeesan, Adv.

Ms. Shiraz Contractor

Ms. Neeru Vai d, Adv.

Pat odi a, Adv.

.2/ -



M. E.C. Agrawal a, Adv.

M. T. Raja, Adv.

M. Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.

M. V. Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

Ms. Srikal aa Gurukri shna Kumar, Adv.

&

Gauri Ghunan, Adv.

M. S.R Setia, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appeal s are di sposed of.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Vijay Aggarwal ]

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 3849-3919 OF 2000

Medi cal Council of India ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus



Jawahar |l al Nehru Medical College & Os. ... Respondent
(s)

Wl TH

Civil Appeal Nos.1176-1190/2001, 3920-3997/2000, 3998-4087/

2000, 5572/2004 and 6952/ 2003

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

In the facts and circunstances of the case, we are of the

view that it is not necessary to go into t he merits of t hese

appeal s, whi ch ar e, accordi ngly, di sposed of , | eavi ng t he

question of |aw open to be decided in an appropriate case.

[ B. SUDERSHAN REDDY]
New Del hi ,

March 22, 2007.



